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ZARISKI DENSE ORBITS FOR REGULAR SELF-MAPS OF
SPLIT SEMIABELIAN VARIETIES IN POSITIVE
CHARACTERISTIC

DRAGOS GHIOCA AND SINA SALEH

ABSTRACT. We prove the Zariski dense orbit conjecture in positive char-
acteristic for regular self-maps of split semiabelian varieties.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Notation. We let Ny := NU{0} denote the set of nonnegative integers.
For any self-map ® on a variety X and for any integer n > 0, we let ®" be
the n-th iterate of ® (where ®° is the identity map id := idy, by definition).
For a point x € X with the property that each point ®"(z) avoids the
indeterminacy locus of ®, we denote by Og(x) the orbit of z under @, i.e.,
the set of all ®"(z) for n > 0. We say that x is preperiodic if its orbit Og (z)
is finite; furthermore, if ®"(z) = = for some positive integer n, then we say
that x is periodic.

1.2. The classical Zariski dense orbit conjecture. The following con-
jecture was motivated by a similar question raised by Zhang [Zha06] and was
formulated by Medvedev and Scanlon [MS14] and by Amerik and Campana
[ACO8].

Conjecture 1.1. Let X be a quasiprojective variety defined over an alge-
braically closed field K of characteristic 0 and let ® : X --» X be a dominant
rational self-map. Then either there exists « € X (K) whose orbit under ® is
well-defined and Zariski dense in X, or there exists a non-constant rational
function f: X —-» P! such that fo® = f.

There are several partial results known towards Conjecture 1.1 (see [ACO0S,
BGRS17, BGR17, GH18, GS21a, GS19, GS17, GX18, Xiel9]).

1.3. The picture in positive characteristic. If K has characteristic p >
0, then Conjecture 1.1 does not hold due to the presence of the Frobenius
endomorphism (see [GS21b, Remark 1.2]). In particular, if K = F, (the
algebraic closure of the finite field F)), then each orbit of a point o € X (K)

is finite under a rational self-map ® : X — X defined over K = TF);
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furthermore, ® does not have to preserve a non-constant rational function.
So, the authors proposed the following conjecture as a variant of conjecture
1.1 in positive characteristic (see also [GS21b]).

Conjecture 1.2. Let K be an algebraically closed field of positive transcen-
dence degree over Fp, let X be a quasiprojective variety defined over K, and
let ® : X --» X be a dominant rational self-map defined over K as well.
Then at least one of the following three statements must hold:

(A) There exists a € X(K) whose orbit Og () is Zariski dense in X.

(B) There erists a non-constant rational function f : X --» P! such
that fo® = f.

(C) There exist positive integers m and r, there exists a variety Y de-
fined over a finite subfield Fy of K such that dim(Y") > trdegEK—H

and there exists a dominant rational map 7 : X --+ Y such that
To®™ =F"orT,

where F' is the Frobenius endomorphism of Y corresponding to the
field F,.

Clearly (as observed also in [BGR17]), conclusion (A) would prevent con-
clusion (B) in Conjecture 1.2. Also, using an argument similar to the one
employed in [GS21b, Remark 1.2], one sees that conclusion (C) would also
prevent conclusion (B) to hold. On the other hand, conclusions (A) and (C)
are not mutually exclusive as one can easily see from the following endomor-
phism ® : G3, — G3, defined over F,(t) by the following rule:

O (21,29, 23) = (11317503717?)%

in this case, ® leaves invariant the projection map m : Gg3 — G,;; on the
first coordinate, while ® induces the Frobenius endomorphism on the last
two coordinates of G3,.

In [Xie21, Proposition 1.7], Xie proved Conjecture 1.2 when trdegEK >

dim(X). In this case, the alternative (C) from Conjecture 1.2 never occurs.
In our paper we will deal with Conjecture 1.2 for regular self-maps of split
semiabelian varieties X defined over IFTp, while the field K has arbitrary
transcendence degree; in our setting, conclusion (C) from Conjecture 1.2
occurs and furthermore, it constitutes the most delicate point for our proofs.

1.4. Our results. We prove our Conjecture 1.2 in the case of regular self-
maps P of split semiabelian varieties G defined over F, (see Theorem 1.3),
i.e., G is isogenous to a product of an abelian variety with a torus (or
alternatively, G is isogenous with a product of simple semiabelian varieties).
The case of G being isomorphic to a torus has already been proven by
the authors in [GS21b, Theorem 1.5]; however, the general case of split
semiabelian varieties is more subtle than the case of tori.

We prove the following more precise version of Conjecture 1.2 for the case
of regular self-maps of semiabelian varieties defined over a finite field.
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Theorem 1.3. Let K be an algebraically closed field of characteristic p such
that trdegEK > 1 and let G be a split semiabelian variety defined over F_p.
Let ® : G — G be a dominant reqular self-map defined over K. Then at
least one of the following statements must hold.

(A) There exists a € G(K) whose orbit under ® is Zariski dense in G.

(B) There exists a non-constant rational function f : G --» P! such
that fo® = f.

(C) There exist positive integers m and r, a semiabelian variety Y de-
fined over a finite subfield F, of K of dimension at least equal to
trdegEK 4+ 1 and a dominant regular map 7 : G — Y such that

(1.3.1) Tod™ =F"or,

where F' is the usual Frobenius endomorphism of Y induced by the
field automorphism x — z9.

1.5. Discussion of our proof. Our proof of Theorem 1.3 follows the gen-
eral strategy we employed in [GS21b] to treat the case of algebraic tori;
however, there are significant complications due to the more complex struc-
ture of the endomorphism ring of a semiabelian variety compared with the
power of the multiplicative group GY. In particular, Sections 3 and 6 con-
tain technical difficulties which are significantly more delicate than any of
the arguments necessary for the case of tori.

Since each regular self-map ® of a semiabelian variety G is a composition
of a translation with a group endomorphism of G (see [Iit76, Theorem 2]),
one needs to understand the arithmetic dynamics associated with a group
endomorphism of G. Using the fact that G is a split semiabelian variety
allows us to understand better the dynamics associated to a group endo-
morphism of G; in particular, extending the current proof to the case of
non-split semiabelian varieties would be significantly more difficult. This
is not surprising since even the case of the Zariski dense orbit conjecture
in characteristic 0 was significantly more difficult for non-split semiabelian
varieties as opposed to the case of abelian varieties (or tori); see the new
technical ingredients one needed to introduce in [GS19] to treat general
semiabelian varieties compared to the case of abelian varieties treated in
[GS17].

Furthermore, the case of semiabelian varieties not defined over F,, is sig-
nificantly more complicated. Indeed, in either characteristic (0 or p), in
order to treat the Zariski dense orbit conjecture in the case of semiabelian
varieties G defined over an algebraically closed field K endowed with some
dominant regular self-map ®, one considers a point « € G(K) and then
notes that its orbit Og(«) is contained in some finitely generated subgroup
I' € G(K). If Og(a) is not Zariski dense, then its Zariski closure V' is
a proper subvariety of GG; a key step is exploiting the precise structure of
the intersection V(K) NT. So, it is essential for one to have a clear pic-
ture for the structure of the intersection between a proper subvariety of G
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with a finitely generated subgroup of G(K); this is something that Faltings
[Fal94] and Vojta [Voj96] provided if K has characteristic 0, while in the
case of prime characteristic p, Moosa and Scanlon [MS04] provide a precise
description under the additional assumption that G is defined over F_p. If
G is some arbitrary abelian variety defined over a field of characteristic p
(with nontrivial trace over F,), then Moosa and Scanlon [MS03] provide a
more complicated description, which is not easy to exploit for our particular
arithmetic dynamical question.

1.6. Plan for our paper. In Section 3 we show that it suffices to prove
Theorem 1.3 when G is a product of simple semiabelian varieties:

(1.3.2) a=1[ck,

for some positive integers k;, where the C;’s are non-isogenous simple semi-
abelian varieties (see Section 3, especially Lemmas 3.5, 3.6 and 3.8 and
Theorem 3.10). In particular, our reduction requires a very careful analysis
of the dynamics not only of group endomorphisms of a split semiabelian
variety, but also of finite-to-finite correspondences, as defined in Section 2.3.
This last complication was not encountered when one deals with the case of
tori (see [GS21b]).

Then the rest of our proof is dedicated to proving Theorem 3.10 in the
case G is of the form (1.3.2) (i.e., G is reduced, according to Definition 2.3).
Since the group endomorphisms of a reduced semiabelian variety G is iso-
morphic to a product of matrix rings [[i_; Mk, k,(E;), where E; := End(C;)
is a subring of a (possibly) skew field, then in Section 2 we present several
useful facts regarding skew fields and the rings F; above which appear as en-
domorphism rings for some simple semiabelian variety defined over IFTp. Also,
in Section 2, we present several other useful technical facts to be used later
in our proofs, such as the F-structure theorem of Moosa-Scanlon for the in-
tersection of a subvariety with a finitely generated group (see [MS04, MS03]
and also [Ghi08]). In Section 4, we prove Theorem 3.10 in the case ® is a
unipotent group endomorphism of GG. In Section 6 we prove Theorem 3.10
in the case when ® is a group endomorphism whose eigenvalues for its in-
duced action on each C’f" (see (1.3.2)) are powers of the Frobenius elements
from the endomorphism rings of each C;. This last case is the instance when
alternative (C) from Conjecture 1.2 occurs and therefore, it requires a very
careful analysis (significantly more in-depth than what was needed in the
case G was an algebraic torus). Sections 5 and 7 are dedicated to proving a
couple of mixed cases for Theorem 3.10, which are technical ingredients for
finishing the proof of our main result in Section 8.
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2. TECHNICAL BACKGROUND

In this Section we gather the various technical background results we need
from the theory of matrices over skew fields (see Section 2.1) and the theory
of semiabelian varieties (see Sections 2.2 to 2.5).

2.1. Matrices over skew fields.

Fact 2.1. Let K be a skew field with centre k and A € M, (K) be a matriz
with a minimal polynomial equal to (x — «)" for some a € k and r € N.
Then, there exist an invertible matriz P € M, (K) such that

PUAP = Joy P B Jaym:

where Jos is the s-by-s Jordan canonical matriz having unique eigenvalue
a and its only nonzero entries away from the diagonal being the entries in
positions (i, + 1) (fori=1,...,s — 1), which are all equal to 1.

Proof. This is a consequence of the Jordan normal form theorem (see [Coh95,
Theorem 8.3.6], and the discussion on pages 382 and 383). O

Fact 2.2. Let K be a skew field. Suppose that A € M, (K) is a matriz with
minimal polynomial p(x) = pi(x)p2(z) over k where p1,p2 € k[z] and p
and pa are coprime. There ezists an invertible matriz P € M, (K) such that
P~YAP = A @ Ay where the minimal polynomial of A1 and As over k are
p1 and po, respectively.

Proof. The proof is identical as in the case when K is a (commutative)
field. O

2.2. Semiabelian varieties. We recall that a semiabeian variety G defined
over an algebraically closed field L is an algebraic group variety, which is an
extension of an abelian variety A by a torus G':

(2.2.1) 1 —-GY —G@—A—1

We say that G is split if the short exact sequence of algebraic groups from
(2.2.1) splits. In this case, G is isogenous to a product of simple semiabelian
varieties (i.e., semiabelian varieties which contain no proper semiabelian
varieties).

As previously noted (see [lit76]), any regular self-map on a semiabelian
variety G is a composition of a group endomorphism of G with a translation
map 73 (where 7g(x) = z +  for each z € G).

Definition 2.3. We define a split semiabelian variety G to be reduced if
G is isomorphic to

(2.3.1) f[cfi,
=1

where ki,..., k. € N and C4,...,C, are simple semiabelian varieties that
are pairwise Mon-iS0genous.
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2.3. Correspondences on semiabelian varieties. For a semiabelian va-
riety G, a correspondence or finite-to-finite map is a dominant map ¢ €
% - End(G) for some m € N. In other words, there exists a positive inte-
ger m such that composing the multiplication-by-m map [m]g on G with ¢
yields a well-defined, dominant endomorphism of . Clearly, for each point
a € G, we have that op(a) consists of at most m? dim(G) points, which all
differ by a torsion point of G of order dividing m.

2.4. Almost commutative diagrams. We call an almost commutative
diagram, a diagram of the following form:

¢ G

(2.3.2) gl lg
G —2-aG
where G and G’ are semiabelian varieties, g : G’ — G is an isogeny, V¥ :

G' — @’ is a group endomorphism, while ® : G — G is a correspondence
such that there exists a positive integer mg for which

(2.3.3) [molgogoW = [mglgoPog.

In particular, we have that [mg]go® is a well-defined, regular endomorphism
of G. Furthermore, letting g : G — G’ be an isogeny such that

gog=[m]e and go g =[m]q,
for some positive integer m divisible by mg, we obtain:
(2.3.4) [mlgo® =goWog.

Furthermore, since mg divides m, we have that [m]g o ® from (2.3.4) is a
well-defined endomorphism. In particular, we see that we can take mg := m
in equation (2.3.3) and thus, ® € % - End(G) is defined through equa-
tion (2.3.4).

2.5. Some technical definitions and notation relevant to our proofs.
We will also employ the following notation regarding the endomorphisms of
a (simple) semiabelian variety.

Notation 2.4. In our paper, for a simple semiabelian variety C defined
over IFy, there exists a finite subfield F, of IF,, such that:

(1) C is defined over Fy; and

(2) each group endomorphism of C' is also defined over Fy.

So, the (group) endomorphisms of C defined over F,, belong to a ring End(C) =
Endg~(C). Following the notation of Milne [Mil], we let End® := End(C)®z,

Q; then Le := End®(C) is a skew field (all of whose elements are algebraic
over Q). We identify End(C) with a given subring Ec of Lo; when there is
no confusion, we will drop the index C from our notation.

Finally, we let F be the Frobenius endomorphism of C' corresponding to
the field F, and we denote by Fc its image in Ec.
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Fact 2.5. With the same convention as in Notation 2.4 for C, Ec, Lo and
F¢, we have that Le is a skew field whose center ko contains Fo (see [Mil,
Chapter 2]).

Next definition is motivated by condition (C) in Theorem 1.3.

Definition 2.6 (NFP matrices). Let C be a simple semiabelian variety along
with the convention from Notation 2.4 for Ec, Lo and Fo. For anyn € N,
a matric A € M, (Lc) is called an NFP (No Frobenius Power) matriz
whenever the minimal polynomial P(x) of A over Q(F¢) has no roots that
are multiplicatively dependent with respect to Fgo (i.e., no root X\ of P(x)
satisfies '™ = Fg for some integers m and k, not both equal to 0).

2.6. The intersection of a subvariety of a semiabelian variety de-
fined over a finite field with a finitely generated subgroup. We con-
clude this technical background section with stating the F-structure theorem
of Moosa-Scanlon for the intersection of a subvariety of an IF -semiabelian
variety G with a finitely generated subgroup of G(K) (where K is some arbi-
trary algebraically closed field containing F,). In order to state Theorem 2.8
(which is an essential ingredient for our proofs), we need first to introduce
the notion of F-sets defined by Moosa-Scanlon [MS04]. The Frobenius F
acting on G is the endomorphism induced by the usual field homomorphism
given by x — x? for each z € K.

Definition 2.7. With the above notation for G, q, K and F, let T' C G(K)
be a finitely generated Z[F|-module.

(a) By a sum of F-orbits in I' we mean a set of the form

m
C(’Y,Oél,...,()ém;kl,...,km):: fy—’_Zijnj(aj):njeNO gr
7j=1

where v, a1, ...,y are some giwen points in G(K) and ky,. .., ky,
are some given positive integers.

(b) An F-set in ' is a set of the form C + T where C is a sum of
F-orbits in T, and I" C T is a subgroup, while in general, for two
sets A,B C G(K), A+ B is simply the set {a+b:a € A, be B}.

We note that since we allow the base points a; be outside I', we can
use the slightly simpler definition of groupless F-sets involving sums of F-
orbits rather than using the F-cycles (see [MS04, Remark 2.6], and also the
extension proven in [Ghi08]). We also refer to [CGSZ21, Section 2.2] for a
more in-depth discussion of the structure of F-sets.

Theorem 2.8 (Moosa-Scanlon [MS04]). Let G be a semiabelian variety
defined over Fy, let F, C K be an algebraically closed field, let V C G be a
subvariety defined over K and letT' C G(K) be a finitely generated subgroup.
Then V(K)NT is a finite union of F-sets contained in T.
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Remark 2.9. Furthermore, according to [MS04, Remark 2.6], if I is a finitely
generated Z[F]-submodule of G(K), then the F-sets appearing in the inter-
section VNI from Theorem 2.8 are of the form C'(y, a1, ..., i k1, oy k) +
I (see Definition 2.7) where for some positive integer ¢, we have that

-y, l-ap,y....0-ap el

Finally, in our proof, we prefer to use the notation

Y(aq, ..y amiki, .o k) = Zij"j(aj): n; € Np
j=1

for a sum of F-orbits (for given points a;; € G(K) and positive integers k;).

3. REDUCING THEOREM 1.3 TO THE CASE OF REDUCED SPLIT
SEMIABELIAN VARIETIES

In this Section we show that it suffices to prove Theorem 1.3 when G is a
reduced semiabelian variety (see Theorem 3.10). We start by recalling the
setup from Theorem 1.3. We have an algebraically closed field K of positive
transcendence degree over F_p and we have a split semiabelian variety G
defined over F,,.

Let ¥ : G — G be a dominant regular self-map. Then ¥ := 75 o0 1),
where 1 : G — G is a dominant group endomorphism and 73 : G — G is
the translation-by-8 map on G (for some point 5 € G(K)). Then for each
n € N, we have that

The group endomorphism 1) is integral over Z (see [CGSZ21, Section 2.1]);
so, we denote by g, the minimal monic polynomial with integer coefficients
for which gy (1) = 0. Since ¢ is dominant, then each root of g, is nonzero.

3.1. Reduction to the case the roots of g, are not roots of unity
of order greater than 1. We first note the following reduction in Theo-
rem 1.3.

Proposition 3.1. In order to prove Theorem 1.3 for the dynamical system
(G, W), it suffices to prove Theorem 1.3 for the dynamical system (G,¥™)
for some n € N.

Proof. Tt is clear that if condition (C) holds for an iterate of ¥ then it also
holds for W. The fact that if conditions (A) and (B) hold for an iterate of
U then they also hold for ¥ follows from [BGRS17, Lemma 2.1]. O

After replacing ¥ by a suitable iterate (see Proposition 3.1 and also for-
mula 3.0.1) we may assume without loss of generality that the roots of the
minimal polynomial of 1) (over Z) that are roots of unity are actually all
equal to one.
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3.2. Writing the minimal polynomial of ¢ as a product of two co-
prime polynomials with special properties. Let g := gy € Z[z] be the
minimal polynomial for the endomorphism . As explained in the previous
section, we may assume that each root of g is either equal to 1 or not a root
of unity.

We let s € Ny be the order of 1 as a root of g(z). We write hy(z) :=
(z — 1)®; then we can write g(z) := hy(z) - ho(x) for some polynomial ho(x)
with integer coefficients whose roots are not roots of unity. Furthermore,
hi(x) and hy(z) are coprime polynomials.

3.3. Splitting the action of ¥ to an action on a product of two
special semiabelian varieties. We continue with the notation for hj(x)
and h(z) from Section 3.2 and we let Gy := ha(¢)) (G) and Go = hy(¥)(G).
Then G; and G9 are both connected algebraic subgroups of G' (note that
either G or G may be the trivial group). Since h; and hg are coprime,
then there exist polynomials with integer coefficients Q;(x) and Q2(z) along
with some positive integer £, such that

Q1(z) - hi(x) + Q2(x) - ha(z) = o,
which means that Gy and G9 are complementary subgroups of G, in the
sense that G = G1 + G4, while G; NG is finite (consisting only of points of
order dividing ¢y). Thus, for each € G one can find z; € G; and z2 € Go
such that © = x1 + x; even though z; and x5 are not uniquely defined by =z,
since G1 N G4 consists only of points of order dividing ¢y, we conclude that
the isogeny ¢ : G — G1 x G4 given by

(3.1.1) x — (boxy, Loxo) is well-defined.

Furthermore, 1 induces endomorphisms of both G; and Gs; call them 1,
respectively 2. In addition,

(3.1.2) the minimal polynomial of ¢ is hi(x) = (x — 1)°,

(3.1.3) while the minimal polynomial of 19 is ha(x).

Since G1 + G2 = G, then there exist 51 € G1(K) and (2 € G3(K) such
that 81+ B2 = . Furthermore, according to (3.1.1), regardless of our choice
of (B1, f2) € G1x Gy for which 51+ 82 = 3, we have that the pair (€31, o S2)
is unchanged.

Now, we define ¥4 : G; — G and ¥y : Go —> G5 given by

Then, using the isogeny ¢ (see (3.1.1)) along with the definition of ¥; and
Uy (see (3.1.4)), we have that the following diagram commutes

G —Y @

(3.1.5) l l

G1 X G2 (m) G1 X GQ.
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3.4. Reduction of the action of ¢; to an endomorphism of a reduced
split semiabelian variety. Since (G is a semiabelian subvariety of G, then
also (31 is a split semiabelian variety and must be isogenous to a semiabelian
variety

(3.1.6) =Tl
=1

where the C;’s are non-isogenous simple semiabelian varieties. More pre-
cisely, we have an isogeny

(3.1.7) m: G — G
and another isogeny
(3.1.8) 7:G) — Gy

along with some positive integer m; such that

(3.1.9) o =[milg;, wom=[mila.

Consider ¢} € End(G}) ® Q given by
1
(3.1.10) @) == —m oy ot
my
Then ¢} corresponds to a direct sum A; @ --- @ A, of matrices in

s

1 M, (End(cy)).

i=1
Furthermore, since the minimal polynomial of each A; over Z is of the form
(x — 1)% for some integer s; < s (see (3.1.2)), then each A; is a unipotent
matrix. So, using Fact 2.1, there exist matrices P; € My, (End(C;)?) such
that PZ-AZ-PZ-_1 is of the form

L;

Bi = @ Jl’m(_i)

Jj=1 !

for some ¢; € N and some positive integers mgi) such that

L
=1

j
This means (see Section 2.4) that there must exist 0,6 : G| — G} such
that
(3.1.11) gog =600 =[mila
for some m) € N and
(3.1.12) Y1 = mi/laocp'l °a,
where 1 is the endomorphism corresponding to By @ - - - & B,.
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3.5. Reducing to the case ¥, is a group endomorphism. Now, since
the minimal polynomial of 9 (which is hy(z), according to (3.1.3)) does
not have any roots that are equal to one, then we have that ¢, —idg, is an
dominant group endomorphism of G5 and therefore, we can find z € Gy (K)
such that

(3.1.13) (1/)2 — idGQ) (Z) == 6052.
So, letting 7 : Go — G4 be the translation-by-z map, then (3.1.13) yields
that

(3.1.14) Y9 := T 0 Wy 07! is an endomorphism of Gs.

3.6. Reducing the dynamical system on G to a simpler dynamical
system on G} x G3. We let v := o o and using (3.1.9), (3.1.10), (3.1.11)
and (3.1.12), we get that

(3115) VO¢1 = p1ov.

We let @1 : G} — G given by ®1(z) = ¢1(x) +v(lyS1). Since ¥q : G1 —
G is given by W1 (x) = 11 (x) 4+ £of1 (see (3.1.4)), then we conclude that
(3.1.16) voV; =d ov.

So, letting g := (v, 7) and also using (3.1.14) and (3.1.16), then we get the
next commutative diagram

G1XG2MG1XG2

(3.1.17) lgl lgl

G, x Gy T G G

3.7. Deconstructing the action of ¥y on G using correspondences.
Since G3 is a semiabelian subvariety of a split semiabelian variety, then also
(5 is isogenous to a reduced split semiabelian variety

,r,/

(3.1.18) y =TT (e)™.

i=1
Moreover, one can choose the components C/ so that for any 1 <4 </ and
1 <j<r, Clisisogenous to C; if and only if C/ = C;. In other words, the
simple semiabelian components of G} and G} are either equal or they are
non-isogenous. So, we have isogenies

(3.1.19) Gy — Gy, 7 GhL— Gy
along with some positive integer n; such that
(3.1.20) mod’ =[nlg, ' on’ =[nila,.

Now, consider ¢ € End(G%) ® Q given by

1
(3.1.21) h = n—ﬂ' o (1hg) o 7.
1
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Then ¢} is a finite-to-finite map (or correspondence), i.e., it sends any finite
subset of G into another finite subset of Gf. Also, we see that ¢/, can be
represented naturally in

7,,/
1
3.1.22 Mo | —D;

where D; := End(C/), while n%Di means that we allow denominator n; for
each entry in the corresponding matrices. We also fix an embedding of each

Q(F¢y) (fori=1,...,7) into Q.
3.8. Linearizing the action of ¢}, on G}. The action of ¢}, € End(G%)®Q
corresponds to a direct sum of matrices

- r 1

Ay =Moo a e [[ang (L0).

i=1

3.9. The minimal polynomial of fl% . Using equations (3.1.20) and (3.1.21),
we see that for each n € N, we have that

(3.1.23) (h)" 1= ' o ()" 0

and therefore, the minimal polynomial for fl% (which is the matrix in
End(G%) ® Q corresponding to ¢5) is the same as the minimal polynomial
of 1y as an endomorphism of G5. Furthermore, using (3.1.14) along with
(3.1.3), we conclude that the minimal polynomial for A is ho(z).

Remark 3.2. Equation (3.1.23) also yields that for each x € G, we have
that for any n € N and for any two points y, z € (¢4)"(z) (i.e., for any two
points y and z associated to x by the correspondence (})™), we have that

(3.2.1)  y—z € Ghn] (ie., it is a torsion point of order dividing ny).

3.10. Separating the roots of hy(z). As shown in the previous Section,
we know that the minimal polynomial of the matrix A, is ho(z) and since
ho(z) € Z[z] is a monic polynomial, we conclude that

(3.2.2) each root of ho(z) is integral over Z.

Using Proposition 3.1, we can replace ¥ by a suitable iterate (which leads
to replacing ¢4 by a corresponding iterate and therefore, replacing each
matrix A’ by its suitable power), so that we may assume that the roots of

the minimal polynomial of each A} over Q (FC£> are either a power of FCZ{
or multiplicatively independent with respect to Fer. Furthermore, writing

each such multiplicatively dependent root of the minimal polynomial of A}

(%)
n.: . 3 .
as F(ij for some integer n(-z) (where 1 < j < s; for some s; € Ny), we note

J
(@)

that the exponents n;’ must be positive integers because we know the roots
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of ho(z) are not roots of unity and also, we know that these roots must be
integral over Z, according to (3.2.2).

3.11. Splitting the action of 21@/2 into a suitable direct product.

Using facts 2.1 and 2.2 along with the notation from the previous sec-

tion regarding the roots of each minimal polynomial of A’ as being ei-
(&) .

ther of the form Fg? for some ng-l) € N (where 1 < j < s;) or being

multiplicatively independent with respect to FCZ{, there must exist matrices

Pl e My (End(C)?) such that

(3.2.3) PlAL(P) ™" = B, P Bz

where each B ; is a Jordan matrix of the form

8
Bii=PJ .
J

j=1 F, cf ’é;i)
where the Egi)’s are positive integers and the entries of each By ; lie inside
éDi for some /5 € N. At the expense of replacing /s by a suitable multiple,
we may also assume that the entries of each P/ belong also to éDi. More-
over, for every i = 1,...,7" the minimal polynomial of By ; over @(ch) has
no roots that are multiplicatively dependent with respect to Fqg.

3.12. From linear maps to endomorphisms and finite-to-finite maps.
Using the block decomposition given by (3.2.3), there exists a natural re-
arrangement of the simple components of G such that:

e p: GY = G4 x G is the isomorphism corresponding to this re-
arrangement of the simple components of G5;
e there exists an endomorphism ¢9 of G% corresponding to @:;1 B ;
and
e there exists a finite-to-finite map 3 on G/; corresponding to @:;1 By ;.
Let A : G5 — GY% be the endomorphism corresponding to ((2P]) & --- ®

(Lo PL). If we let go := <idG/1 ,poXom’ ), then we obtain the following dia-
gram

(P1,92)

G x Go G x Gy
(3.2.4) ng l”
G, x Gy x G B Gl x G
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Combining (3.2.4) with (3.1.17) and (3.1.5), then we get the following
diagram

G v s G

(3.2.5) hl lh

G} x Gf x Gﬁqbﬂfg’b’l x Gy x GY).

We note that neither (3.2.5) nor (3.2.4) are commutative diagrams since
in both cases, the bottom map is only a correspondence (i.e., a finite-to-finite
map). On the other hand, both those diagrams are almost commutative,
as we will explain next (we refer next to diagram (3.2.5), but the same
argument applies also to diagram (3.2.4)). So, we let

G' =G| x Gy x G and also, let ® := (P, 2, @3)

and note that there exists f5 € N such that [¢5] o ® is a well-defined reg-
ular morphism of G’. Thus, due to our definition of the maps from the
diagram (3.2.5), we get that for each z € G, we have that

(3.2.6) (hoW)(z) — (®oh)(x) € G'[{],

since for any point y € G’, we have that ®(y) consists of finitely many points
of the form z + &, for some z € G’ and £ € G'[(4].

Remark 3.3. In terms of notation, in (3.2.6) and also later on, for a point
y € G', we let ®(y) be any of the finitely many points corresponding to y
in the finite-to-finite map ®. As previously noted, any two points in ®(y)
differ by an f5-th torsion point of G'.

Furthermore, in light of Remark 3.2, a bit more is true: for any n € N,
we have that [(3] o ®" is a regular self-map on G’ and so, for each z € G, we
have that (see also the convention from Remark 3.3)

(3.3.1) (hoW™) (x) — (" o h) (x) € G'[{3).

3.13. The dynamics of finite-to-finite maps. Our goal is to show that
in order to prove Theorem 1.3 for the dynamical system (G, V), it suffices
to prove Theorem 1.3 for the dynamical system given by the action of the
finite-to-finite map ® on G' = G} x G4 x G. In order to show this, we first
present some general facts regarding the dynamics of the finite-to-finite map
o:G — G

Definition 3.4. Let G’ be a semiabelian variety and let ® : G' — G’ be
a finite-to-finite map, i.e., a map of the form ® := 7, o ¢, where 7, is the
translation-by-y map on G’ (for a given point v € G') and ¢ € End(G) @ Q
(which means that there exists {1 € N such that [(1] o ® is a well-defined
reqular self-map on G').

Let x € G'; we say that the sequence of points {zy}n>0 C G’ is an orbit
of x under ® if xg = = and for each n > 0, we have that x,11 € P(x,)
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(note that ®(z,,) consists of finitely many points of G, which differ only by
a torsion point of order dividing £1).

We recall the almost commuting diagram (3.2.5):

G Y.qa

(3.4.1) lg lg

G 2 ¢

in which case we have that there exists some positive integer £ such that
for each x € G, we have (see also Remark 3.3)

(3.4.2) (go¥ —dog)(x) € G

Also, very important for our setting is the fact that G’ = G} x G4 x G}
and that also @ is a split map, i.e., ® = (P, 2, ¢3) in which @, is a regular
self-map of the semiabelian variety G, and 3 is a group endomorphism of
GY%, while 3 is a finite-to-finite map on GY.

In the next Sections we prove that each one of the conclusions (A)-(C)
from Theorem 1.3 can be inferred to (G, ¥) once they are known for (G’, ®).

3.14. Condition (A) from Theorem 1.3 transfers from ¢ to ¥. With
the notation as in the previous sections (including Definition 3.4), we prove
the following result.

Lemma 3.5. If there exists a K-point with a Zariski dense orbit in G' =
G x G x G under the action of (1,2, ¢3), then there exists a K-point
with a Zariski dense orbit in G under the action of W.

Proof. So, we assume there exists a K-point z € G’ with a Zariski dense
orbit {z,}n>0 C G'(K). We let y € G(K) such that ¢g(y) = x and we claim
that Og(y) is Zariski dense in G. Indeed, for each n € N, using (3.3.1), we
have that

(3.5.1) 9 (¥"(y)) — an € G'[t2].

So, letting g := [¢2]¢r 0 g be the composition of g with the multiplication-by-
{5 map on G’, we obtain a finite regular map g : G — G’. Equation (3.5.1)
yields that

(3.5.2) g (U"(y)) = [l2](xy,) for each n >1

and since {x,,} C G’ is Zariski dense, then also the sequence {[¢2|(x,)} C G’
is Zariski dense. But then equation (3.5.2) yields that the orbit Oy (y) must
be Zariski dense in G since g is a finite map.

This concludes our proof of Lemma 3.5. O
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3.15. Condition (B) from Theorem 1.3 transfers from ¢ to V.

Lemma 3.6. Assume there exists a non-constant rational function f :
G — P! such that

(3.6.1) fod = f.

Then there exists a non-constant rational function fi : G — P such that
fio¥ = fi.

Proof. Let 11 : G x G4 x G — G be the projection map onto G). By the
diagram (3.2.5) (see also (3.4.1)) we must have

(3.6.2) [TohoW =® o0lloh.

Then letting f1 := f oIl o h (which is still a non-constant rational function
since IT o h is a dominant morphism), we have that

(3.6.3) fio¥ = fi,
as desired. O

Remark 3.7. It is important to note that we will prove that if condition (B)
holds for the dynamical system (G’, ®), then it actually holds for (G, ®1)
(as stated in Lemma 3.6), which allows us to transfer the same conclusion
to the dynamical system (G, V).

3.16. Condition (C) from Theorem 1.3 transfers from ¢ to V. We
show that the aforementioned transfer of condition (C) from Theorem 1.3
from the dynamical system (G’,®) to the dynamical system (G, ¥) holds
assuming we establish a slightly more precise version of condition (C) in the
case G' = G} x G4 x Gy and @ = (P, 2, ¥3); so, with the above notation,
we prove the following result.

Lemma 3.8. Let G, G', {3, ®, ¥, g be as in diagram (3.4.1) and equa-
tion (3.4.2). Assume there exist ng € N, there ezists a semiabelian variety
Z of dimension larger than trdegEK defined over a finite subfield F, of K
equipped with the Frobenius endomorphism F : Z — Z corresponding to Iy,
and there exists a group homomorphism 7 : G' — Z such that the following
diagram

Q' ®"o el

(3.8.1) f b

z -t .z

is almost commuting, i.e., for each x € G'(K), we have that (see also Re-
mark 3.3)

(3.8.2) (To®") (x) — (For)(x) € Z[ls).
Then condition (C) of Theorem 1.3 holds for (G, ¥).
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Remark 3.9. In our proof of Theorem 1.3 for the dynamical system

( /l X Gé X Gilv (@1,(’027(103)) )

we will show that when condition (C) holds for this dynamical system, then
actually there exists a semiabelian variety Z defined over a finite field, along
with a dominant group homomorphism 71 : G4 — Z such that we actually
have:

(1 065°) (2) = (Fom)(x) € Z[ta],

for each x € GY. Then letting 7 := 7 oII, where II is the projection of G} x
G% x G’ on the second factor yields the diagram (3.8.1) and equation (3.8.2)
from Lemma 3.8.

However, for our proof of Lemma 3.8 we do not require the extra informa-
tion given above that the homomorphism 7 from Lemma 3.8 factors through
the projection map II.

Proof of Lemma 3.8. Equation (3.4.2) and diagram (3.4.1) yield that for any
x € G(K), we have

(3.9.1) (goU™) (z) — (2™ 0 g) (z) € G'[t2].

Composing with 7 on the left of the equation (3.9.1) and noting that 7 :
G' — Z is a group homomorphism, we get that for each z € G(K), we
have

(3.9.2) (TogoW™) (z)— (Tod®™ og)(x) € Z[ls).

On the other hand, equation (3.8.2) applied to the point g(z) € G'(K) yields
that

(3.9.3) (T0 @) (9(z)) — (Fo7)(9(r)) € Z[t2].
So, combining equations (3.9.2) and (3.9.3) yields
(3.9.4) (Togo¥™)(z)— (Fotog)(z)e€ Z[l).

We let 7 := [¢3] 707 0g, which is a dominant group homomorphism G — Z.
Equation (3.9.4) yields that

(ToW™) (z) = (Fo7) (),

for each x € G(K), and thus, the following diagram is commutative:

e iiiNye

(3.9.5) E E

z -,z

as desired in the conclusion of Lemma 3.8. O
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3.17. Theorem 1.3 for the simplified dynamical system (G, ®). Us-
ing lemmas 3.6, 3.5 and 3.8 we obtain that Theorem 1.3 follows from proving
its conclusion for the dynamical system

( /l X Gé X Gilv (@1,(’027(103)) )
as described by the following Theorem.

Theorem 3.10. Let K be an algebraically closed field of positive transcen-
dence degree over Iy, let G = Go x G1 X Ga be a product of reduced split
semiabelian varieties defined over IF,,, where for each j =0,1,2, we have:

T
._ kj,i
G = | | C,
i=1

for some integers r and k;;, along with some simple semiabelian varieties C;
such that C; and Cy are non-isogenous for i # i'. Note that we are allowing
the integers k; ; to possibly be equal to zero in which case C’f " is equal to
the trivial group. We let B € Go(K) and also let vy € End(Gy) be a group
endomorphism corresponding to a direct sum of unipotent matrices

(3.10.1) Bo1 @ Bo2© -+ & Bo,

where each Bo; € My, ko ,(End(C;)) is a direct sum of unipotent Jordan
canonical matrices (note that By, could possibly be a 0-by-0 matriz, i.e., it
may be absent from the direct sum (3.10.1) if ko; = 0) of the form

T @70 0D D o

0, —tg, -1
where £; € N and i1, .. .,10,; are positive integers such that
0< i071 < Z‘o,g <0 < io,gj = kOJ‘.

We let &1 := 13 0 @9, i.e., the composition of g with the translation-by-3
map on Gy.

We let o1 € End(G1) be a group endomorphism corresponding to a direct
sum of matrices

B11®Bi2®--- @ By,

where each Byj € My, ; r, ;(End(Cj)) is a direct sum of Jordan canonical
matrices of the form:

ot/ <>®J o O
FC i FCJ i1 chg ’.(J’;J _Z;J;J—l

in which Fg; is the image in End(C i) of the Frobenius corresponding to

the semiabelian Cj, while s],ngj),.. ngj) € N and also, zﬂ, zgjij are

positive integers such that
0< zg { < Z&J% - < zgjg = k.

for each j =1,...,r. (Again, it is possible for By ; to be a 0-by-0 matriz
when ki ; =0.)
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We let po : Go — G2 be a finite-to-finite map corresponding to a direct
sum of matrices

Bo1@® Baa® -+ ® Bay,,

where each By; € Mkzzkzz(% - End(Cy)) for some given m € N. Further-
more, we assume that each matriz Bo; is either a 0-by-0 matriz whenever
koi; =0, oritis NFP (according to Definition 2.6).

We let @ := &1 X1 X s be the given correspondence on G = Gox G1 X Gs.
Then at least one of the following statements must hold:

(A) there exists a point o € G(K) such that an orbit of o under ® (see
also the convention from Definition 3.4 regarding the orbit for a
finite-to-finite map) is Zariski dense in G.

(B) there exists a mon-constant rational function f : Go — P! such
that f o ®1 = f.

(C) there exists a semiabelian variety Z defined over a finite subfield
F, of K, endowed with the Frobenius endomorphism F : Z — Z
corresponding to Fq, such that

— dim(Z) > trdegg K'; and

— there exists a dominant group homomorphism v : G — Z
and there exist positive integers £y and ng such that for each
x € G(K), we have

(10 @) (x) = (For)(x) € Z[f],

i.e., the following diagram is almost commutative:

¢ 2% @
(3.10.2) k f
z -tz

The remaining Sections are devoted to proving Theorem 3.10, which in
turn yields our main result (Theorem 1.3).

4. THE UNIPOTENT CASE

In this Section we prove a special case of Theorem 3.10, i.e., with the
notation as in Theorem 3.10, the semiabelian varieties G; and G4 are trivial.
So, we are dealing now with the unipotent case (see (3.10.1)). Also, to
simplify our notation later, we introduce the following convention: for a
simple semiabelian variety C' and some k € N, each group endomorphism
¢ € End(CF) is identified with a k-by-k matrix @ whose entries are in
End(C) and so, for a point v € C*, we denote

(4.0.1) p(7) =12

Also, in order to emphasize the fact that v € C* corresponds to a k-tuple
(Y1, .. .,7) € CF, we often employ the notation 5 to denote the point v €
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C*. So, in particular, the translation-by-y map on C* is denoted by 5.
Finally, for a k-tuple of endomorphisms
(4.0.2) @:= (p1,...,r) € (End(C))*,

we let
k
(4.0.3) 3= wi(n);
=1

we will use the notation (4.0.2) and (4.0.3) for an arbitrary semiabelian
variety C' (not necessarily simple).

Before proving Proposition 4.3, we first recall the definition of upper as-
ymptotic density of a subset of non-negative integers.

Definition 4.1. Given a subset U of the set of non-negative integers, the
upper asymptotic density of U is given by

<n<m:
limsup#{o_n_m nEU}'

m— 00 m

Remark 4.2. Upper asymptotic densities will appear frequently in the rest
of the paper. So, from now on, for the sake of simplifying our notation, we
will refer to the upper asymptotic density of some subset U C Ny simply as
density of U and also, denote it by d(U).

Proposition 4.3. Let G = [];_, Cf" be a reduced split semiabelian variety
(i.e., the C;’s are simple non-isogenous semiabelian varieties defined over
F,). Let K be an algebraically closed field, which is transcendental over F),

and let B; € C’Zk’(K) fori=1,...,r. Let ®: G — G be given by
(4.3.1) (:El,...,a?r)»—><51+f?1,...,§r+f?r),

where Q; are k;-by-k; matrices with entries in My, r,(End(C;)). Moreover,
assume that for 0 < j <r, Qj == J . @DJ, o»_ oD DI ,0_,0
sty slo 1 ’ Zj ljfl

(where 1 < igj) < igj) << 2'2) =kj) andgj = (5@,...,5,&?) € CfJ(K)
Then, the following statements are equivalent:
(i) There is a non-constant rational function f : G — P such that

fod=t.
(ii) There is no a € G(K) whose orbit is Zariski dense in G(K).

(iii) There exists 1 < j < r such that BZ-(lj), ... ,ﬁl(j) are linearly dependent
J
over End(Cj).
Proof. As noted already in [AC08, MS14, BGR17], we have that (i)=-(ii).

Now, in order to prove that (ii)=-(iii), it suffices to show that if for each
j=1,...,r, we have that

(7))
(51 2>

B.(j ) ﬁ.((];.)), - ,B.((jj)) are are linearly independent over End(C}),
Ze]
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then we can find a point in G(K) with a Zariski dense orbit.

We let F, be a finite subfield of K with the property that each Cj; is
defined over F,. For each j = 1,...,r, we denote by F¢, € End(C}) the
Frobenius endomorphism corresponding to the field F,. Also, we denote by
F the corresponding Frobenius endomorphism for the semiabelian variety
G; when there is no possibility of confusion, we drop the index and simply
denote the Frobenius endomorphism by F'. Furthermore, we let Z[F] be the
ring of operators (consisting of polynomials in the Frobenius endomorphism
with integer coefficients) acting on any semiabelian variety defined over I,
(in our proof, Z[F| will act on G and also on each C; and C’Zkl)

After conjugating ® with a suitable translation (which does not change
the conclusion of our result, according to [BGRS17, Lemma 3.1]), we may
assume without loss of generality that for every 1 < j <r

(4.3.2) (59),..., ,gy) _ (115%@115%{)
]

i.e., By = 1 unless k = i; for some j = 1,...,¢; (this is similar to what we
used also in the proof of [GS21b, Proposition 3.10]). For every 1 < j <r
we choose a point

I () ©) () () ()
(4.3.3) a;:= (al b ozm 1,1,(1(3) R ,aigj)_l,l,...,ai(j)_l,l),

£

() () : :
such that ozi;j), .. a (J) 1,5 (3), (J) L ,BY (J) are linearly indepen-

(J)+1

dent over End(C};). Now, for every 1 < i < r let 4,0, : % — C¥ be the

endomorphism corresponding to the matrix @; and ®; : C’iki — C’iki be the
endomorphism given by 5, © i

Note that any point & € G can be written as (Z1,...,Z,) where Z; € Clkl
Define ¢ : G — G as ¢ := (p1,...,¢). Next, we let

(4.3.4) Py(z) = 2™ + apm_12™ 4+ +arx +ag

be the minimal polynomial of ¢ over Z; since ¢ is a unipotent group endo-
morphism, then we actually know that P,(z) = (z—1)". (The only relevant
information for our proof regarding P,(x) is its degree m.) We also let

&= (G,....d,) € GK)

and for every 1

(4.3.5) _; = <6217 902'(622'), cee 7(101 ( ) ﬁu @z(ﬁz) . ,90?1_1(52')) .
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The orbit of & under ® consists of points of the following form:
n—1
Og(d) = {90"(@) +> ¢'(B):ine No} :
i=1

We claim that the orbit of @ under ® is Zariski dense. We argue by contra-
diction, and therefore assume that its Zariski closure V is a proper subvariety
of G.

We let I' C G be the finitely generated Z[F]-module consisting of all
elements of the form @ - p, where v € Z[F]*™ (where Z[F] is the Z-module
spanned by the Frobenius operator which acts on any variety Y defined over
F,). Clearly, we have that Og(@) C I'. By [MS04, Theorem B] (see also
Theorem 2.8 and Section 2.6), we know that V' N T is a union of finitely
many sets of the form

(436) UZ:’V—I—E(ﬁl,...,f}%;&l,...,515)—l—H,

(for some ¢t € N), where there exists some positive integer ms (see Re-
mark 2.9) such that

(4.3.7) mo -, M2 - N,...,ma-n €L,

the ¢;’s are positive integers, H is a subgroup of I' and

t
S, o5 7301, 0) = ZF‘SJ'"J' ~1j:m; € Ngfor j=1,...,¢t

j=1
Because Og (@) is contained in finitely many sets of the form (4.3.6), then

there must exist a given set U of the form (4.3.6) for which the following
subset of Ny:

S={neNy: ®"(d) e U}

has positive density d(S).

The algebraic closure of H must be an algebraic group H contained in
the stabilizer of the variety W, which is the Zariski closure of U. Since V
is a proper subvariety and W C V, then H must also be a proper algebraic

subgroup of G. So, there must exist vectors g; = (agi), . ,a,(;)) € End(C;)*,
not all zero, such that

(4.3.8) (&)° =1 for each (e1,...,6) € H, and 1 < i <r (see (4.0.3)).
Let n € S; so, ®"(«) € U (see (4.3.6)). Equation (4.3.7) yields that
mg -y =C-pand mg'm:b:-'ﬁforeachi: 1,...,t,

where G, by,...,b € Z[F)*™ and so,

t
(4.3.9) my - ®"(a) = (@4 D F™b) - ot
j=1
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for some nonnegative integers n; and some i, € H. So, combining (4.3.9)
with (4.3.8) and (4.3.5) yields that

t B,
(4.3.10) (ms - @7 (d@)" = ((e+ S Fomg) i)
j=1

-\ (275 @ n
On the other hand, we know that ®7 (&;) = (ﬁz)( = %) + (&’i)(Qi ).

Since not all the vectors di,...,d, are equal to zero we have g # 0 for
some 1 < s < r. We also compute:
(4.3.11)
0 - () L) (oo,
n
o = 0 1 - () D@ 0 1 - (zgz 221 2)
0 0 1 00 - 1
and so
(4.3.12)
n(3) () G) - Gele)
n—1 . 0 n - (i(s)n—1) 0 n - (i(s) iﬁ) -
Qs +..-4+id = ' . . 1. @@ s T Ms—1
00 - 0 0 .. n

Therefore, using (4.3.10) along with formulas (4.3.11) and (4.3.12), we obtain
that for each n € S, we have

(4.3.13)
e (1) @@ = (e S ) )

Now, both sides in (4.3.13) consist of a End(C5)-linear combination of
(4.3.14)

(s) () o (s) (s)
ay .., () 75(5)7 (S) L (S) 17/8 (s)) & (s)+1 ..7047;23)_175255)
s s

and since the k‘s elements of Cy4(K) from (4.3.14) are linearly independent
over End(Cy), then it means that the coefficient of each ozl(-s) and each ﬁ,((ss))

j
appearing in the left-hand side of (4.3.13) must match the corresponding
(s)

coefficient of the «;

of (4.3.13).
(s) (s)

Now, since gy := (01 - ) is nonzero, then there is some 1 < k <

, respectively of B.((SS)) appearing in the right-hand side
7%
J

£ such that the tuple <0F(Ss)) FRERRE ,0%) is nonzero (where we denoted
Y1 U
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ig := 0 for convenience). We use equations (4.3.11) and (4.3.12) to compute
the coefficient of f;, appearing in the left-hand side of (4.3.13) and then
comparing it with the coefficient of §;, from the right-hand side of (4.3.13),
we get

ma (o) s b o® (7
i (S)—z,(j)l 7i) 42 z',(j)—z,(j)l 1 i \1

N——

T
(4.3.15) =T+ Y 7 FO™,
for some endomorphisms 79, ..., 7, in End(Cs) (which are independent of 7
and instead, they only depend on the coordinates of the vectors C, bl, .. ,br

and the entries of the vector &5). Now, note that End(Cs) ® Q(ch) is a
finite-dimensional Q(F¢, )-vector space with basis B = {¢1,...,1,}. Since

the tuple TL1) 5o 0,0 is nonzero, then there must exist 1 < hg < h
k—1 k

such that the t)y,-th coordinates of T, L qseer 0,0 with respect to the
k—1 k

basis B are not all equal to zero. The coefficient of v, in the left hand side
of equation (4.3.15) is equal to

i (s) .(s)

i
n
4.3.1 P = . s s (s .
(4.3.16) (n) == my ; U g <¢,§’—z,§_’1+1—g>

where, P € Qx| is non-constant and wu. i 4 is the 1,-th coordinate of

FON . So, equations (4.3.16) and (4.3. 15) yield that each element n € S
k—1

must satisfy an equation of the form:

T
(4.3.17) P(n)=co+ Y c;Fi™,
for some n; € Ng, where the ¢;’s are the 1),-th coordinates of 79, 71,..., 7.

Because P € Z[x] is non-constant (while the J;’s are positive integers and
the ¢;’s are given), [GOSS21b, Theorem 1.1] yields that d(S) = 0, therefore
contradicting our assumption that S has positive density. Hence, indeed
Og(a) must be Zariski dense in G which shows the implication (ii)=(iii).
Finally, in order to prove that (iii)=-(i), we know that there exist en-
domorphisms o01,...,00, € End(Cj;) which are not all equal to zero and

Yol 1ak<ﬁ(m) = 0. Let N :=ky+ -+ ky and L = ky + -~ + k;_1 and
consider the morphism f : G — C}; given by

b
(x1,...,xN) — Zak<xi§j)+L>’
k=1
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where we represented each element x € G = [[;_, Cik “as (x1,...,2y). Then
f is clearly a non-constant group homomorphism (and thus, a dominant
homomorphism since Cj is a simple semiabelian variety), as not all of the
o;’s are equal to zero; furthermore, f o ® = f. So, if x : C; — P! is
any non-constant rational function, then y o f : G — P! would be a non-
constant rational which is invariant under ®. This concludes our proof for
Proposition 4.3. O

5. A MIXED CASE

In this Section, we extend Proposition 4.3 by allowing also a non-unipotent
part in the map ® : G — G (where G is a semiabelian variety defined over
F,). Actually, in this special case, we consider even the case when @ is only
a finite-to-finite map; this result will be instrumental in deriving the general
conclusion from Theorem 3.10.

Proposition 5.1. Let G := G1 x Gy where

Gy = chk Gy = 110’“

and C1,...,C, are non-isogenous simple semiabelian varieties defined over
IFTp. (Note that we are allowing ki, ..., kr, ki,... k.. to be equal to zero keep-
ing in mind that C’ZO represents the trivial group.) Let K be an algebraically
closed field of positive transcendence degree over Fp,. For every j =1,...,r,
let Q; be a unipotent k;-by-k; matriz in Jordan canonical form, i.e.,
szﬂ@@ﬂyu@@m@ﬂ%)m7

ij

where 1 <z§) <zg) < - <z§]) = kj, andletﬂ?— = (1,...,1,5,(32),1,...,1,6%) €
iy is;

C’j’(K). We let
A BN )] () () () () () k;
Wﬁ"_ <7ﬁj7"'77/é) 17177/Q)+1 "77/é) 17177/Q)+1 "77/é) 171> € C§J(1{)

and let o := (agj), . aé,)) €} J( ). Assume the following elements of

Cj(K) are linearly independent over End(Cj):

(J) 7) (4)
(5.1.1) 7””70)f60N7w+1'W70)1ﬁ0V

Also, assume that the a( s (the coordinates of aj) are linearly independent
from the elements from (5.1.1) over End(Cj), t.e., letting T'; and A; be
the subgroups of C;(K) spanned by the action of the elements of End(Cj)
on the elements from (5.1.1) and on the ozgj)’
I'yNA;={0} for every1 <j <r.

s, respectively, we must have
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Let @1 : Gy —> G be the regular map defined by
(@1, 8p) — (B +30, . B+ 89).

Let ®9 be a finite-to-finite map from Go to Go corresponding to matrices
1., Q.. where Q) € My (End®(Cy)) fori=1,...,r and suppose that we
have the next almost commutative diagram

el v’ el

(5.1.2) gl lg/

Gy —22 Go,
where G’ is a split semiabelian variety, W' is a group endomorphism of G’
and g’ : G' — Go is an isogeny. Let & = (dy,...,d,) and 5 := (Y1, .., %)
Assume that for some given orbit {yn}n>0 of & under ®o, then for any
positive density subset S C Ny, the set {y,: n € S} is Zariski dense in Go.
Then {(®V(7),yn) : n € S} is Zariski dense in G.

Proof. So, we let S C Ny be a positive density subset.

We recall that since diagram (5.1.2) is almost commutative (see also Sec-
tions 2.3 and 2.4), then it means that there exists some positive integer f5
such that for each x € G’, we have that

(5.1.3) (¢ 0 W) (z) = (P20d) (z) € Galla].

At the expense of replacing /5 by a multiple of it, we may also assume that
given §' : Go — G’, we also have that

(5.1.4) g' o f], = [EQ]GQ and f], o g' = [EQ]G/.
Equations (5.1.3) and (5.1.4) yield that
(5.1.5) [la) o @y =g’ 0 W 0.

In particular, equation (5.1.5) yields that
(5.1.6) [¢a] 0 @4 = g’ o (¥')" 0§’ for each n € N.
Next, we consider the following almost commutative diagram

G1XG,L>G1><G,

(5.1.7) gl lg

G1XGQMG1XG2,

where g := (idg,,¢’) and ¥ := (P4, ¥’). Choose dy € G2 such that
(5.1.8) [la], (o) = @
and let ¥y := (7, dp). Let

O ={(go¥"0g)(Zo):neS}C(GixGs)(K).
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where ¢ := (idg,,d’). Using (5.1.6), (5.1.7) and (5.1.8), it suffices to prove
that O is Zariski dense in G7 X Ga. So, we assume otherwise and let V be
the Zariski closure of O; then V is a proper subvariety of G; x Gs.

Since ¥/ € End(G’) is integral over Z, combined with the fact that the
Frobenius endomorphism F' : G — G’ (corresponding to F,) is also integral
over Z (inside End(G")), and furthermore F' commutes with g and ¢’ (since
F is in the center of End’(G")), we conclude that

(5.1.9) A= { <Z a; (g0 VARS ) (fo)> :n € Ng and a; € Z[F]}

=0
is a finitely generated Z[F]-submodule of G; x G2 = G, which contains O.

So, using Theorem 2.8 and arguing identically as in the proof of Proposi-
tion 4.3, we have that V N A is a finite union of sets of the form

(5.1.10) U:=X+3(,. .. 7 01,...,06) + H,
where there exists some positive integer m such that
(5.1.11) meXm-iy,...,m- s € A,

while the d;’s are positive integers and H is a subgroup of A. Because O is
entirely contained in the union of finitely many sets as the one from (5.1.10),
at the expense of replacing S with a subset of positive density, there must
exist some set U as in (5.1.10) containing (g o U™ o §) (&) for all integers n
in S. Since we assumed that V' is a proper subvariety of GG, then the Zariski
closure of H must be a proper algebraic subgroup of Gj; so, there must exist
an endomorphism o : G — G such that H C ker(o).

We let L be the degree of the minimal (monic) polynomial Py with integer
coefficients for which Py (¥) = 0 in End(G; x G’). Then we let

7:=((g09).(goVog),....(go ¥ 1 0g)),
and
A(T) = ((909)(@): (g0 Vo) (D),.... (g0 ¥ 10 g) (7)),
for every x € G. Note that any element in A must be a linear combination

of the coordinates of p(#y) over Z[F]. So, using equation (5.1.11), there
exist vectors iy, i1, ..., s € Z[F|* such that

m- i =, p(&) foreach i=1,...,s and m- X = i - 7 () -

So, for each n € S, using that (go U™ 0 g) (Zy) € U along with equation
(5.1.10), we must have some some non-negative integers n; (for i =1,...,s)
such that

(5.1.12) o (m(go¥"o§)(F)) =0 ((ﬁo Y F(a ﬁ)) (fo)> .
=1
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Due to the way the coordinates of ¥y are chosen we know that there does
not exist any non-trivial endomorphism of G x Gy that vanishes at Z.
Therefore, we must have

S
(5.1.13) o(m(go¥" o)) =0 ((ﬁo Y F (- m))
i=1
for every n € S (where the integers n;’s depend on n). Now, the group
endomorphism o corresponds to some matrix P whose rows are of the form
%) © U where ¥ € [/, End(C;)* and @, € [[}_, End(C;)*. We know that
m((go ¥™o g)) corresponds to matrices

mQy,....mQy, (mea) Q)" ..., (mla)(Q})" (see (5.1.6))

for some fixed positive integer £s.

If ¥ is a nonzero vector, using our hypothesis that the ﬂl(g Vs and the

yl(gj Vs are linearly independent over End(C}), while the ozl(gj Vs are linearly
independent over End(Cj) with respect to the BZ(Z )%s and the ’y,(f )’s, and
arguing exactly as in the proof of Proposition 4.3 (see equations (4.3.15),
(4.3.16) and (4.3.17)) we get that there exists some non-constant polynomial
Py, there exists some s € {1,...,r}, and there exist ¢g,c1,...,¢, € Q (F¢,)

such that for each n € S, there are non-negative integers n; such that
d 19
(5.1.14) Py(n) =co+ Y _¢;F™,
j=1

Since S has positive density, this yields a contradiction to the conclusion
of [GOSS21b, Theorem 1.1]. Therefore, for any row of the matrix P of the
form ¥ @ ¥, we must have ¥7 = 0; this holds for any endomorphism that
kills all of the elements of H. So, if we let H be the Zariski closure of H,
then we must have H = G x H, where H, is an algebraic subgroup of
Gs. So, letting W be the Zariski closure of U in G, then its stabilizer must
contain H and therefore, it contains G (seen as a subgroup of G under the
natural embedding ¥ — ¥ @ 6@2); i.e., for each €; € G; and each i € W,

we have that (€ <) 6@2> + i€ W. Hence W = G x Z, for some subvariety

Z C Gy. However, Z must contain each (¢’ o (¥')" 0 g')(ap) for n € S.
Using equations (5.1.6) and (5.1.8) we must have

(¢ o (W) 0 ) (o) — yu € ZI63].
By our hypothesis, {y, }nes is Zariski dense in G2 and therefore,
{(q o (\IJ')n 0§') (@) :ne S}

must actually be Zariski dense in (Gg, which yields that Z = G5. Thus,
W = G and indeed O must be Zariski dense in G.
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Now, using the fact that (5.1.7) is almost commutative along with (5.1.6),
we have that

(5.1.15) 9 (V" (3(0))) — (¥(7),ya) € Clta].

So, letting g := [f2]¢ o g be the composition of g with the multiplication-
by-f2 map on G, we obtain a finite regular map ¢ : G1 x G’ — G. Equa-
tion (5.1.15) yields that

(5.1.16) g (W™(9())) = [l2]c(PT(7), yn) for each n > 1

and since {(g o U™ 0 g) (Zp) : n € S} is Zariski dense, then also the sequence
{{(Go¥" 0 g) (&) : n € S}} C Gis Zariski dense. But then equation (5.1.16)
yields that {(®7(¥),yn) : n € S} must be Zariski dense in G since [(3]q is a
finite map. This concludes our proof of Proposition 5.1. O

6. THE CASE OF GROUP ENDOMORPHISMS WHOSE EIGENVALUES ARE
POWERS OF THE FROBENIUS ELEMENT IN THE ENDOMORPHISM RING

The next result provides the conclusion in Theorem 3.10 in the case we
have a group endomorphism of a split reduced semiabelian variety, whose
corresponding eigenvalues are powers of the Frobenius element in the endo-
morphism ring.

Proposition 6.1. Let K be an algebraically closed field of characteristic
p with transcendence degree d > 1 over F),, and let G be a reduced split

semiabelian variety, i.e.,
s
— ki
G:=][]ck,
i=1

where the C;’s are non-isogenous simple semiabelian varieties defined over
some finite subfield F, C K, while the k;’s are positive integers. We let I :
G — G be the Frobenius endomorphism of G associated to the finite field
Fy; also, for each i = 1,...,r, we let F¢, € End(C;) be the corresponding
Frobenius for each semiabelian variety C;. Let ® : G — G be a dominant
group endomorphism corresponding to matrices Q; € My, r,(End(C;)) for
1 <@ <r. Assume that each matriz Q); is a Jordan canonical matriz of the
form:

6.1.1 J oo eI G, B
(6.1.1) N P )]
where 1 < iV < igj) < e < zg) = kj, and sj, néj) are positive integers.

(for1<j<randl<{l<s;)
Then one of the following statements must hold:
(A) There exists @ = (dy,...,0,) € G(K) where @; € C’fi for each
1 < ¢ < r, whose orbit under ® is Zariski dense in G. Fur-
thermore, given any finitely generated submodules I'1, ..., I, where
Iy € Ci(K) is an End(C;)-submodule for every 1 < i < r, one can
choose @ € G(K) such that
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(i) the subgroup spanned by the action of the elements of End(C;)
on agl), e ,al(-ki) (the coordinates of &;) has trivial intersection
with T'; for every 1 <i <r; and

(ii) for any subset S of positive integers with positive density we
have {®™(«) : n € S} is Zariski dense in G.

(B) There exist 1 < ji3 < --- < gy <1, and uy,...,us satisfying 1 <
up < s, for every 1 < k < {, such that the pairs (ji,uy) are
distinct and we have:

(Je)

(41) _ _
i, = =",

along with Zle dim (Cj,) > d.

I

Proof. In our proof, by convention, we let z'(()J ) = 0 for each 1 <j<r.

If conclusion (B) holds then we are done. So, assume from now on, that
conclusion (B) does not hold. In particular, we have some finitely generated
subgroups I'; as in conclusion (A) from Proposition 6.1.

Each component C; of G is embedded in Pi (with coordinate axes labeled
x; for 1 <1 < Nj+1) for some N; € N. We let d; := dim(C}) for every j =

1,...,r; without loss of generality, we assume each C}; projects dominantly

onto the first d; coordinates of PYi | i.e., the projection (:171 3 SRR xNj+1) —

(xl PTy Ty ﬂfNj+1) induces a dominant rational map m; : Cj --» P
We let

P={(,0):1<j<rl1<L<s;},

be a totally ordered set with the usual lexicographical order. We can parti-
tion P by the sets

(6.1.2) Po={0G0):1<j<r1<e<snd) =n}

and we extend the lexicographic order on each P,.

Let {t1,...,tq} C K be an arbitrary algebraically independent set over
F, (i.e., a transcendence basis for K/F),).

For every j = 1,...,7 and each £ = 1,...,s; there must exist a unique
n € N such that (j,¢) € P,. Letting (j1,¢1),..., (Ju,lu) be all the pairs
in P,, that are smaller than (j,¢), with respect to the lexicographical order

imposed on P, we can define

(6.1.3) Spj=dj +---+dj,,

where Sy ; is defined to be equal to zero whenever (j,¢) is the smallest pair
in P,. We also let

(6.1.4) kg = 1S, 4k

for every 1 < k < d; (and each (j,¢) € P). Note that since condition (B) is
not met we must have Sy ; + k < d for every possible choice of ¢, j, k which
means that ;¢ ; is well-defined. Indeed, the fact that (j,¢) along with each
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(jt, 4) for 1 < t < w are contained in P,, (where the pairs (ji, ;) are all the
pairs contained in P,, smaller than (j,¢)) means that

néj) _ ng” L nZu)
and so, our assumption that condition (B) from Proposition 6.1 does not
hold yields that

dj +dj, +-- +dj, <d,
as desired.

Next, for each j =1,...,7, and for each S := Sy ; (for some 1 < £ < s;),
()

we choose a point «;”’ € C;(K) (note that m; is a dominant map and

i
(t5+1 ttgqo o tlsyd; 1) is a generic point for Pg—j) such that:
P

(6.1.5) i\ : (S+1~S+2- -S+dj~)
Then for each j =1,...,r and for each £ =1,...,s;, we let

o (Se;5)
(6.1.6) agji=a; 7.
Also, recalling that tj ¢ = tg, .+, foreach j=1,...,r, each £ =1,....s;
and each k =1,...,d;, then we see that
(6.1.7) mj(ayg ;) = (tll,j ttogg i ttd e 1) .

These points oy ; satisfy the following two conditions:
(1) given any distinct pairs (¢1,71), ..., (ly, ju) (for some u € N) such

that (1) (42) (Ju)
Ji) __ J2) __ _ Ju
nel —nez _..._néu ,
(i.e., they all belong to the same part P, in the partition of P), we
have that
(6'1'8) {tlvélv.h’ s 7tdj1 1,10 ULt gan -+ - 7tdj2 Lagjar s s PLly s - - - 7tdju7éudu}

is an algebraically independent set over F,, since the above t ¢, j,’s
are distinct elements of the transcendence basis for K/F, due to
the definition (6.1.4) along with the fact that the sums Sy, ;, are
all distinct for v = 1,...,u (and furthermore, if the pair (jy,, 4y, )
is smaller than the pair (ju,, £v,), then Se, 5, > Se, j,, +dj, due
to definition (6.1.3)).

(2) For any given 1 < j <r and any distinct points

Qg j, .-, 0y, ; for some u > 1,

we have that these points are linearly independent over End(C}).
Indeed, since these points are distinct (which is equivalent, due to
equation (6.1.7), with the fact that the sums Sy, ; are distinct for
v=1,...,u), we have that each ay, ; is the generic point of the sim-
ple semiabelian variety C; in a different algebraically closed subfield
K, ; C K. Furthermore, letting - without loss of generality - Sy, ;
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be the largest sum among the sums Sy, ; (for v = 1,...,u), then
we have that K, ; is not contained in the compositum of the fields
K, j for 1 <v < u. So, any linear dependence relation between the
points ay, ; of the form

(6.1.9) > wulag, ;) =0
v=1

for some 1,...,v, € End(C;) would force that 1, = 0. Then
repeating the same reasnoning to the remaining (u — 1) distinct
points oy, ,, (for 1 < v < u) yields that indeed the only possibility
for equation (6.1.9) to hold is when each endomorphism v, is the
trivial one.

Moreover, since Cj(K)®z Q is an infinite dimensional Q-vector space, while
End(C}) is a finite Z-module and also, each I'; is a finitely generated End(C})-
module, one can choose the elements {t1,...,%4} so that the following con-
dition is also satisfied:

(3) foreach j =1,...,r, the End(C})-submodule spanned by the action
of the elements of End(C;) on «;; (for 1 < i < s;) has trivial
intersection with I';.

We construct the point

where for each j =1,...,r,
- ks
(6.1.10) a5 = (al,j, sy QG Qe A Ol gy ,0453.7]') S Cj](K).
i;j) times iéj) — igj) times zgj) — i(j) times
J

sj—1

Then, condition (i) from conclusion (A) in Proposition 6.1 is satisfied by
our choice for @ € G(K) (see property (3) above). Next we prove that also
condition (ii) in conclusion (A) holds for the orbit of @ under @, i.e., in
particular, we prove that its orbit Og (&) is Zariski dense in G.

So, we let Sy C N be a set of positive density, and we will prove that

(6.1.11) To.50a = {P"(d): n € Sp} is Zariski dense in G.

Suppose for the sake of contradiction that this is not the case. Let V be
the Zariski closure of the set 7 := T g, from (6.1.11). Welet I' C G
be the finitely generated Z[F]-module consisting of all elements of the form
o(a), where o is in End(G); clearly, T C I". Note that I' is indeed finitely
generated as End(G) is a finitely generated module over Z. By Theorem 2.8
(see also Section 2.6), we know that V' NI is a union of finitely many F-sets
(just as in equation (4.3.6); see also equation (6.1.12) below). Because T is
contained in finitely many sets of the form

(6112) UZ:’V—I—E(ﬁl,...,f}%;&l,...,515)—l—H,
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then there must exist a given set U of the form (6.1.12) for which the fol-
lowing subset of Ny:

51—{71650 (I)n( )EU}

has positive density d(S7). Furthermore, we know that there exists some
positive integer m such that

(6.1.13) mey,men,...,men €L,

while the ¢;’s are positive integers, H is a subgroup of I' and (as before), we
have the set

2(ﬁ17”’777t7617"'7 ZF(S”J'_’ njENOfOI'jzl,...,t s

where F' : G — G is the Frobenius endomorphism corresponding to the
field F,.

The algebraic closure of H must be an algebraic group H contained in
the stabilizer of the variety W, which is the Zariski closure of U. Since V
is a proper subvariety and W C V', then H must also be a proper algebraic

subgroup of G. So, there must exist vectors 0; = (0’%2), . (Z)) € End(C;)Fi
(for each i = 1,...,7), not all the vectors &; being triv1al, such that the
following equation holds: given any point (€1, ...,€.) € H, we have that
(6.1.14) ()% =1foreachi=1,...,r.

Using equation (6.1.13) along with the fact that T' is the cyclic End(G)-
module generated by @, we get that

m -y =71(a) and m-n; = 7;(«) for each i = 1,...,t,
where 7,7,...,74 € End(G) and so,
(6.1.15) m - &™(&) ( ) + ZF5 i (7 (&) ) + 0,

for some nonnegative integers n; and some v, € H.
Foreachi=1,...,r, welet &, .= & oo which induces an endomorphism
i

of Clk’ On the other hand, for 7 and also for 7; (for 1 < j <t), we let 7@
(4)

respectively ;" represent the restriction 7'| i respectively (7;) o

induce endomorphisms of C’f i for each i = 1,...,r. Finally, we use F® to

denote the Frobenius action on Cf ‘foreach i =1,...,r. Combining (6.1.15)
with (6.1.14) yields that for each i = 1,...,r, we have:

(6.1.16)  (m-®M(&;))" = (( )+ (F“ ) (2)(al)))>€i.

J=1
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On the other hand, according to our hypothesis from Proposition 6.1, we
know that ®7(d;) = (&;)9" and so, for each k = 1,...,r we have:
(6.1.17)

(k) (®) R R Y ()
nmn. n (n—l)n n (n Zj +Zj71+1> nq
Fck ! (1)Fck ! T (i(.k)—i;.k)l—l)FCk

(k) _ (k) 4 () 2 (F)

Sk nn. n (n i +zj71+2> n;
QZ _ @ 0 FCk J o e (igk)—i;k)1_2) Fck
j=1 . . .

TL"I’L(k)
0 0 Fe,’
where (as before) we use the convention that iék) =0.
Next we employ the following technical Lemma.

Lemma 6.2. Let u € {1,...,r}. Suppose now that some coordinate az(,u) of
(u)

Gy ts monzero. Then it must be that v =1,"; +1 for some £ =1,...,s,.
Proof of Lemma 6.2. We argue by contradiction and therefore, assume there
exists some coordinate v # igi)l + 1 (for each ¢ = 1,...,s,) such that
01()”) # 0.

We let £ € {1,...,s,} be the unique integer for which we have

(6.2.1) i < v <™,

Using condition (2) regarding the linear independence over End(C,,) of the
distinct points o, we must have that the coefficient (seen as an element
of End(Cy)) of ag, on the right hand side and respectively, on the left
hand side of equation (6.1.16) must be equal. This means that there must
exist ¢,by,...,b, € End(C,) and polynomials P,..., P, with coefficients
in End’(C;) such that

t

N ) .
(6.2.2) FE™ Pi(n) + -+ FL "™ Py, (n) = c+ Y bFoi™,

i=1
for every n € S. In the left hand side of equation (6.2.2), we collect the
terms corresponding to the same value nz(.u) (as we vary i € {1,...,s,}) and
so, we obtain a new equation:
t
(6.2.3) FEMRi(n)+ -+ FE " Ry(n) = c+ Y biFg™,
i=1

where ~v1,...,7; (for some k € N) are all the distinct ngu) (as we vary
ie€{l,...,s4}), while Ri(n),..., Ri(n) are polynomials with coefficients in
End’(C,,).

Claim 6.3. There exists w € {1,...,k} such that the polynomial R, (n) is
not constant.



ZARISKI DENSE ORBITS 35

Proof of Claim 6.3. First of all, since we assumed that the entry 01()“) in @,

is nonzero and v # zgu_)l +1for h=1,...,s,, then using our definition of ¢
as in (6.2.1), we get that the polynomial
(6.3.1) P;(n) is nonconstant.

Now, using conditions (1) and (2) satisfied by the points o, it means that
whenever o, = oy, we must also have that

(6.3.2) (" % i,

Equation (6.3.2) yields that when we collect terms in equation (6.2.2) and
derive equation (6.2.3), for the unique w € {1,...k} for which 7, = ngu),
we actually have that R, (n) = P;(n). Then equation (6.3.1) provides the

desired conclusion in Claim 6.3. O

Now, note that End’(C,,) is a vector space over Q[Fc,]. So, considering a
basis for the Q[F¢, |-vector space End’(C,,) (using the same argument from
the proof of Proposition 4.3, as employed before equation (4.3.17)), we may
assume without loss of generality that ¢, by, ..., b, and the coefficients of the
polynomials Ry, (for w =1,...,k, as in equation (6.2.3)) are all contained
in Q[F¢,] which is a (commutative) field and can be viewed as a subset of C.
This contradicts [GOSS21a, Theorem 1.2], which provides a upper bound
for all positive integers n < N for which there exist some n; € Z such that

t
Uy = E dia™,
i=1

where a,c1,...,c¢ € C* and {u,} is a linear recurrence sequence whose
characteristic roots are not all simple and equal to powers of a. Indeed,
the upper bound from [GOSS21a, Theorem 1.2] is of the form O (log(N)"),
while our hypothesis is that the set of n satisfying the equation (6.2.3) for
some ni,...,n; € Ng would have positive density. This concludes our proof
of Lemma 6.2. O

Therefore, Lemma 6.2 yields that er any o that kills all the elements in H,
all the coordinates of o other than 09 ), 0%)) e .((jj))
i +1 zsj 111

must be zero. This implies that V = ([];_, C’f"_s") X Z, where Z is a
subvariety of [[;_; C;* containing the elements

(D) (D) (1) ()
(F™™ (aq1),..., F"™ 10 (g 1), F™™ (aqy), ..., F"" (s, ).
Furthermore, for each j = 1,...,r, we consider the first d; coordinates in

€]
PNi of the points F™" (ag;) (for 1 < ¢ < s5), ie., we let:
NN N _
(6.3.3) Tveg = (K gt 0;) € AY(K),

where we recall the definition of t 4 ; from (6.1.4).

(forj=1,...,7)
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Since the dimension of [[;_, C7 is equal to e := Y|, s;d;, and because
we assumed that Z is a proper subvariety of H;Zl C;j , then there must exist
a nonzero polynomial @ with coefficients in K that vanishes on

D
(6.3.4) <Tn.ngl),1v 1,...,Tn.ng)7w) e AP(K),
for every n € S (see also the definition of T, ; from (6.3.3)). So, for each
j=1,...,7 and for each 1 <7 < s;, we let &; ; be a vector with d; entries
in K; then Q € K[#11,...,%s, ;] is a nonzero polynomial given by
Q@11 Fsy) = D oo, 1 o T

V1,153 VUsp,r

where ¢, | 5., € Kand @;; € Z% forevery j=1,...,randi=1,... , 8.

Next we let
T={tg;;:1<j<r1<i<s;,1<d<d;},

where the elements of T are not counted with repetition (i.e., the cardinality
of T may be less than e). Then we may assume without loss of generality
that c ;. are polynomials in F,[T] (because any algebraic relation
between the points from (6.3.4) must already occur over F,[T]).
Let D be the maximum (total) degree of the polynomials cg, ,
any ¢ € T we let deg; (P) denote the degree of ¢ in P € F,[TT].
Now, since the elements in T are all algebraically independent (according
to our choice for t; ; ; satisfying conditions (1)-(2) from above), then the fact

N
<y Usp,r

For

R
< Usp,r

that Q vanishes at (Tn O T RRRY S ), means that for each n € S,
RS EREES)

NNgy s Sr,T

there exist distinct vectors vy 1, ..., 7, , and 17’171, e ,U;M such that for each
t € T, we have that
(6.3.5)

— =
| . L Ui, j _ . . Vi, j
degt Cvl’h...,vsr,r H Tnn(ﬂ) Zj - degt C’Uﬁ,l’“"vgr”f H Tnn(J) Zj
7 O 7 "

1<j<r 1<j<r
1<i<s; 1<i<s;

At the expense of replacing S with an infinite subset (actually, even a subset
of positive density), we may actually assume that equation (6.3.5) holds for
alln € S.

Next, for each j = 1,...,r and each 7« = 1,...,s; and for each ¢ € T,
we let ﬁg?

depending on whether t; ; = t, or not. Also, we let Wy = Ui — "7;]‘ for

each j =1,...,r and each i = 1,...,s,. Then equation (6.3.5), along7with
the fact that the degrees of the polynomials cz, ; and cy 7 are

1,1 %sp,r

bounded by D, we get the following inequality for each n € S and for each

€ 7% be a vector whose k-th entry is either equal to 1 or to 0,

s
<y Usp,r
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(6.3.6) Y o .<*§tj i) | < D.

1<j<r
15i<s;

We let ’yl( 2 € 7Z be the dot product of the vectors u(tj) W; ;. So, the inequal-

ity (6.3. 6) yields that

(j) i)
(6.3.7) S A9 <.
1<j<r
1<i<s,
Since (11, .. .,¥s,r) # (U1 1, .-, ) there must exist some 1 < j <r and

some 1 <4 < s; such that w; ; # 0. So, there exists 1 < d < d; such that
the d-th coordinate of wj; ; is non-zero. If we let ¢ = t4; ;, then we see that
equation (6.3.7) becomes

(6.3.8) E weq" ™| < D
1<e<E
where w1, ...,wp are non-zero integers and k1, ...,xkp are distinct positive

(®)

and Vi can be
i

integers. Indeed, due to condition (1) we know that ’yl(tj)
non-zero if and only if n ;é n(] But, due to the fact that x1,...,kg are
distinct positive 1ntegers it is clear that the left hand side of (6.3.8) must
go to infinity as n approaches infinity which is a contradiction. Therefore,

Og () is Zariski dense in G which concludes our proof of Proposition 6.1. O

7. A SPLIT CASE

Before proving the main result of this Section (which is Theorem 7.3),
we start with a technical Lemma regarding simple semiabelian varieties;
actually, Lemma 7.1 could be formulated solely using subrings of skew fields
which are integral over their center, but since its natural setting is the case
of endomorphisms of simple semiabelian varieties, we prefer to formulate
our result in this context.

Lemma 7.1. Let D be some simple semiabelian variety defined over a finite
field ¥y, let F' be the Frobenius endomorphism of D corresponding to the
field Fy, let N,r € N, let U be an N-by-1 vector with entries in End(D), let
01,...,0, € N, and let A, By,...,B,,C be N-by-N matrices with entries in
End(D) such that A is invertible and moreover, it is an NF P matriz (see
Definition 2.6). If there exists an infinite subset S C N with the property
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that for each n € S, there exist nq,...,n,. € Ng such that

T
(7.1.1) A" =C5+ ) F™ B,

i=1
then U must be the zero vector. Similarly, if there exists an infinite subset
S C N with the property that for each n € S, there exist nq,...,n, € Ny
such that

T
(7.1.2) TAm =o"C + Y T B,
=1

then U must be the zero vector.

Remark 7.2. Note that equations (7.1.1) and (7.1.2) are not equivalent since
if A and B are two matrices over a non-commutative ring, then (AB)7T is
not necessarily equal to BT AT. Having said that, a strategy that proves the
first part of Lemma 7.1, also proves the second part.

Proof. We let Fp be the image of the Frobenius in the endomorphism ring
of D; we embed Q[Fp] into C.

As noted in Remark 7.2, the proof for the two parts is similar, so we
will only prove the first part. Suppose that v is non-zero and there is an
infinite subset S C N with the property that for each n € S, there exists
ni,...,n, € Ny such that equation (7.1.1) holds. Letting

PN =M 4ap M4 fad+ag

be the minimal polynomial of A over Q[Fp| we see that for every n

L1 © (1
(7.2.1) A :Z;an (A),

()

where for every £ = 0,...,L — 1, the sequence {an } is a linear recur-
ne

rence with elements in Q[Fp| whose characteristic polynomial has roots that
are all multiplicatively independent with respect to Fp (since the roots of
the polynomial P are all multiplicatively independent with respect to Fp).

Therefore, if we let @, := AT for every £ = 0,..., L — 1, then we must have
L—-1 r

(7.2.2) > aliy = Ci+ Y FBiv
£=0 i=1

Now consider the finitely generated vector space over Q[Fp| generated by
the coordinates of y,...,ur_1,CU, B1v,...,Bv. Let A1,..., As be a basis
for this vector space. Then, using equations (7.2.2), for every 1 < j < s we
get N equations of the form

L—1 k
(7.2.3) Z dgalV) = Z c;Fry,
=0 j=1
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where dy’s and ¢;’s are all inside Q[Fp). It is clear that for some 1 < j <'s,
one of its corresponding N equations (which are of the form (7.2.3)) must
be non-trivial, i.e. the left hand side of equation (7.2.3) is not identically
equal to zero. This contradicts Laurent’s theorem [Lau84] as the roots of the
characteristic polynomials of a% ) are all multiplicatively independent with
respect to Fp and so, a nontrivial equation of the form (7.2.3) cannot be
satisfied by infinitely many positive integers n. This concludes our proof of
Lemma 7.1. 0

The following result is the last technical ingredient that we require in
order to derive Theorem 3.10. In particular, Theorem 7.3 is obtained from
Proposition 6.1 in a somewhat similar fashion as Proposition 5.1 was deduced
from Proposition 4.3.

Theorem 7.3. Let K be an algebraically closed field of positive transcen-
dence degree over Iy, let G = G X Ga be a split semiabelian variety where

T T
(7.3.1) G, = HCZ' , Go= HCZ' )
i=1 i=1
and C1,...,C, are non-isogenous simple semiabelian varieties defined over

some finite subfield ¥, C K. (Note that we are allowing ki, ..., ky, k,... k.
to be equal to zero in which case CZ-O represents the trivial group.) Suppose
we have the next almost commutative diagram

¢ — G

(7.3.2) gl lg

GlengleQ,

where G’ is a split semiabelian variety, ¥ is a group endomorphism of G’
and g : G — G’ is an isogeny. Moreover, ®1 is a dominant group endomor-
phism of Gy corresponding to matrices Ay, ..., A, where A; € My, i, (End(C5))
and each A; is of the form

(7.3.3) J

0 D J Sy D---pJ 0
sy 4 s A9 — "]

J

:(5) 2
i s;—1

&
Also, we assume that ®o is a finite-to-finite map from Go to Gy correspond-
ing to matrices A, ..., Al where A} € My g (%End(C’i)) for some m € N.
Assume the following conditions are met:
(1) The matrices A}, ..., Al are all NFP matrices.
(2) nl(-])zlforeverylgjgr and 1 <i<s;.
(3) There does not exist 1 < j; < --- < jy <r, and iy,...,ip satisfying
1 < iy < sj, for every 1 < k < ¢, such that the pairs (i, ji) are
distinct and
(1) _ (Je)

i g
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and
dim(Cj,) + - -+ + dim(C},) > trdegg K + 1.

Then, given any finitely generated submodules T, ..., T, where T'; C C;(K)
is an End(C;)-submodule for every 1 < i < r, there exist & = (d1,...,d,) €
G1(K) and = (B1,...,B,) € Go(K) where &@; € Cf" and f3; € Cf" for every
1< <r, such that

(i) for eachi=1,...,r, the End(C;)-module spanned by

oD, o) g0, gD

(which are the coordinates of &; and B; ) has trivial intersection with
I';; and
(ii) for any subset S of positive integers with positive density and any

orbit {xy, }n>0 of (&, ) under ® := (®1, P2), we have that the subset
{zy, :n € S} is Zariski dense in G.

Proof. Let T'y,...,T; be finitely generated submodules where T'; C C;(K)
is an End(Cj)-submodule for every 1 < ¢ < r. We pick a starting point

=,
—

Z:= (d, B) for the action of (®1,P2) on G; x Gy of the following form:

e We pick @; € C’Zkl(K) for every 1 < ¢ <7 such that (&;),,, satisfies
both conditions (i)-(ii) from the conclusion of Proposition 6.1 with
respect to the finitely generated subgroups I'y,...,T', (note that
due to conditions (2)-(3) of theorem 7.3 along with the fact that
the eigenvalues of the Jordan blocks in the Jordan canonical form
of A; are of the form (7.3.3), statement (A) in Proposition 6.1 must
hold); and

e Foreachi=1,...,r, B; has its k! coordinates linearly independent
among themselves over End(C;) and also, the End(C;)-submodule
of C;(K) generated by the coordinates of §; has trivial intersection
with the End(C;)-submodule spanned by I'; and the coordinates of
Q.

e We let @ := (d1,...,d,) and 3= <51,...,5r).

At the expense of replacing the integer m from Theorem 7.3 (for which
Al e My (%End(C’i)) for each i = 1,...,7’) by a multiple of it, then we
can find a group homomorphism § : G — G’ such that

(7.3.4) gog=|[mle, gog=[mlc.
In particular, we also have
(7.3.5) [mlgo®=goWoyg.

We let
O ={(go¥"0g)(Zo):n >0},
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where Zy € G x G9 is chosen such that [m]g(Zy) = Z. If we let Py (z) =
xl +br_12" 71 4+ ... + by be the minimal polynomial of ¥ over Z then

L—-1
(7.3.6) A= { <Z a; (9o ¥ o g) (fo)> 1ag,...,a5-1 € Z[F]}
i=0
is a finitely generated Z[F]-module (since the Frobenius F' : G — G is
integral over Z in End(G)); furthermore, all the points in O are contained
in A.
We let S C Ny be an arbitrary set with positive density; we will prove
that the set
Og :={(go V"0 g) (%) : n €S}
must be Zariski dense in G. If Og is not Zariski dense, then we let V C G
be its Zariski closure. Using Theorem 2.8, there must exist a set of the form
(4.3.6) containing infinitely many elements of Og (see also Section 2.6). So,
at the expense of replacing S by a smaller subset that still has positive den-
sity (and thus replacing the set Og with its corresponding infinite subset),
then there exists a set

(7.3.7) Fi=X+S(T1,. . 7s;01,...,05) + H,

containing Og. Now, regarding the set F (see also Remark 2.9), there exists
a positive integer mq such that

(738) m2'X7m2'ﬁ17"'7m2’ﬁ86A7

while the §;’s are positive integers and H is a subgroup of A. Since we
assumed that Og is not Zariski dense in G, then V is a proper subvariety
of G and in particular, the Zariski closure of H must be a proper algebraic
subgroup of G; so, there must exist an endomorphsim o : G; X Gy —
G1 x Go such that o(€) = 0 for every € € H.

If we let
pi=((g09),(go¥og),....(go ¥ " 0g)),
and
A(E) = ((909)(&),(go¥o ) (D),..., (g0 ¥ 0g) (7)),
for every x € G, then using equation (7.3.8), for every ¢ = 1,...,s there
exist vectors iy, i1, . . ., is € Z[F]" such that
my - 7; = ;- p(&y) for each i =1,...,s and mg'X:uﬁ-ﬁ(fo).

So, for each n € S, using that (go U™ o g) (Zy) € F, for every j = 1...,r
we must have some some non-negative integers n; (for i = 1,...,r, where
the n;’s depend on n) such that

S
(7.3.9) o (mz(go W0 g) (7)) = o <<uo P Y ﬁ>> <fo>> -
i=1
Due to the way the coordinates of & are chosen, we know that there does not
exist a nontrivial endomorphism of G; x G5 that vanishes at . Considering
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the fact that [m]g(Zy) = &, we also deduce that there does not exist any
non-trivial endomorphism of G; x G9 that vanishes at #y. Therefore, we
must have the following equality taken place inside End(G):

(7.3.10) oc(my(go¥mog)) =0 ((ao pA Y FO(d - ﬁ)))

i=1

for every n € S. Let the group endomorphism o correspond to some matrix
P whose rows are of the form ¥} & U2 where ¢; € [[I_, End(C;)* and 7 €
[1;—, End(C;)*. Using (7.3.4) and (7.3.5), we know that ma((go ¥" o g))
corresponds to matrices which are similar to mom - AT, ..., mam- A}, mom -
(AD)™,...,mam - (AL)™. Now, since each A} is an NFP matrix, Lemma 7.1
and equation (7.3.10) yield that for every row v] @ U2 of P we must have
vy = 0. This clearly holds for every ¢ € End(G; x G3) that kills the
elements of H. Therefore, H is an algebraic group of the form H; & G5 for
some algebraic subgroup H; C G.

So, the Zariski closure W of the set F (which is itself contained in the
Zariski closure of the set Og) must be of the form W1 ®G;, for some subvariety
W1 C G because TGI @ G is contained in the stabilizer of W. However, W1
contains all the points ®7 (&) for n € S. Then using the fact that S is an
infinite subset of Ny along with Proposition 6.1, we conclude that Wi must
be the entire G1. So, actually W must be the entire G; & G2 = G, which
proves that for any S C Ny with positive density, the corresponding set Og
is Zariski dense in G.

Now, take any orbit {yn}n>0 C G(K) of Z. Arguing exactly as in the
proof of Proposition 5.1 we see that since Og is Zariski dense in G then
{yn : n € S} must also be Zariski dense in G.

This concludes our proof of Theorem 7.3. O

8. CONCLUSION FOR OUR PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3

In this Section we prove Theorem 3.10, which in turn provides the desired
conclusion in Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 3.10. Let us assume that conditions (B) and (C) do not
hold. We will show that there must exist « € G(K) with a Zariski dense
orbit.

Let = (5_31,...,5_;) where §; € C’fo’j for every j = 1,...,r. At the
expense of replacing ® by a conjugate of the form 7'7_1 o ® o 75, where 75
is a suitable translation map corresponding to a vector, we may assume
that Ej = (1,...,1,6;(jj)),1,...,1,ﬂ(]) ) € C’fo’j(K) for every 1 < j < r.

0,1

L)

O,sj

Since condition (B) is not met then for every j = 1,...,r the 5%)) ’s must be
Yo,k

linearly independent over End(C}). Indeed, suppose there exist &1, N
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End(C}) not all equal to zero such that

o (5) 4 (5 ) =0
0,1 0,5

If welet II : G — Cfo’j be the natural projection map onto Cfo’j, let

fi: C;?O'j — C; be the map given by

(1’1, e ’xi((){i—l’ xi((){i’xié{i-i-l’ . ,xié{ij_l, LZ'Z(()J;J> — 01 <a;l((ﬁ> +-- .—|-0'5j <$Z((){23>

and fo : Cj —-» P! be a non-constant rational map it is clear that ®; is
invariant under f := fyo0 fi oIl which contradicts our initial assumption that

condition (B) does not hold. So, we must have that for every j = 1,...,r
the ﬂ.((]j)) ’s are linearly independent over End(C}).
0,k
Let
P N 6)) () () ) () () ko,
an T (71 LA 772.((){1_17 17 72.(()],'%_‘_17 e Z.(()J;%_17 17 i((){%-l-l’ te 772.((){%_17 1) € Oj (K)
where the yl(gj Vs are linearly independent over End(C;) and also linearly
independent with respect to the B((JJ)) ’s and let
b0,k
ap = (dg,,...,0Q,)-

For every j =1,...,r let I'; be the End(C})-submodule of C;(K) gener-
ated by the ﬁ.((]j)) ’s and all the ’y]i])’s. Since condition (C) is not met, (¢1, ¢2)
b0,k

satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem 7.3. So, we can find @ € (G1 x Ga)(K)
whose coordinates satisfy conditions (i)-(ii) from the conclusion of Theo-
rem 7.3 with respect to I'y,...,I',. In particular, this means that the coor-
dinates of @ (along with the ﬁl(g )k’s and the 712] )’S) satisfy the hypotheses
of Proposition 5.1. Hence, the orbit of (&1 @ d,) € (Go x G1 x Ga)(K)
under (@, @1, p2) must be Zariski dense in Gy x G1 x Gg, as claimed. This
concludes our proof of Theorem 3.10. O

As shown in Section 3, Theorem 1.3 is a consequence of Theorem 3.10.
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