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ARBOREAL GALOIS GROUPS FOR QUADRATIC RATIONAL
FUNCTIONS WITH COLLIDING CRITICAL POINTS

ROBERT L. BENEDETTO AND ANNA DIETRICH

Abstract. Let K be a field, and let f ∈ K(z) be rational function. The preimages of a
point x0 ∈ P1(K) under iterates of f have a natural tree structure. As a result, the Galois
group of the resulting field extension of K naturally embeds into the automorphism group
of this tree. In unpublished work from 2013, Pink described a certain proper subgroup Mℓ

that this so-called arboreal Galois group G∞ must lie in if f is quadratic and its two critical
points collide at the ℓ-th iteration. After presenting a new description of Mℓ and a new
proof of Pink’s theorem, we state and prove necessary and sufficient conditions for G∞ to
be the full group Mℓ.

1. Introduction

LetK be a field, and let f ∈ K(z) be a rational function. Writing f = g/h with g, h ∈ K[z]
relatively prime, we define the degree of f to be deg f = max{deg g, deg h}. Then f induces
an endomorphism f : P1(K)→ P1(K), where K is an algebraic closure of K. If d ≥ 1, then
every point of P1(K) has d = deg f preimages in P1(K), counted with multiplicity.

For any integer n ≥ 0, we write fn = f ◦· · ·◦f for the n-th iterate of f under composition,
with f 0(z) = z and f 1(z) = f(z). For any point x0 ∈ P1(K), the forward orbit and backward
orbit of x0 under f are

Orb+
f (x0) := {fn(x0) |n ≥ 0} and Orb−

f (x0) :=
∐

n≥0

f−n(x0) ⊆ P1(K),

respectively, where f−n(y) denotes the set (fn)−1(y) of solutions of the equation fn(z) = y
in P1(K). Unless otherwise stated, we will assume that there are no critical points (i.e.,
ramification points) in the backward orbit of x0, so that f−n(x0) has deg(fn) = dn elements.

For each n ≥ 0, define
Kn := K(f−n(x0)) ⊆ K.

If f is a separable mapping, then Kn/K is a separable and hence Galois extension, and we
define

Gn := Gal(Kn/K)

to be the associated Galois group. We also define

G∞ := Gal(K∞/K) ∼= lim←−Gn, where K∞ :=
⋃

n≥0

Kn.

Assuming there are no critical points of f in the backward orbit of x0, we may consider
Orb−

f (x0) as forming an infinite d-ary rooted tree Td,∞. The root node of the tree is x0, the

elements of f−n(x0) are the dn nodes on the n-th level of the tree, and each y ∈ f−(n+1)(x0)
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is connected to f(y) ∈ f−n(x0) by an edge. After making this identification, then, G∞ is
isomorphic to a subgroup of the automorphism group Aut(Td,∞) of the tree. (Here and
throughout this paper, when we say that two groups acting on a tree are isomorphic, we
mean that the isomorphism is equivariant with respect to the action on the tree.) Similarly,
Gn is isomorphic to a subgroup of Aut(Td,n) for each n ≥ 0, where Td,n is rooted d-ary tree
up to the n-th level. In light of this action on trees, the groups Gn and G∞ have come to be
known as arboreal Galois groups. See [5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 12, 26] for a limited selection of results
on this topic, and [11] for a survey of the field.

When K is a number field or function field, it has been shown that G∞ can be the full
group Aut(Td,∞) for some choices of K, f , x0; see, for example, [4, 13, 15, 17, 19, 24, 25].
In analogy with Serre’s Open Index Theorem for Galois representations arising from elliptic
curves [22], a folklore conjecture states that when K is a number field or function field, G∞

should usually have finite index in Aut(Td,∞). Indeed, Jones formulated this statement as a
precise conjecture for d = 2 in [11, Conjecture 3.11], and there are some conditional results
for d = 2, 3 in [7, 14].

Just as Serre’s Theorem has an exception for CM curves, these conjectures and results have
exceptions for certain situations in which the index [Aut(Td,∞) : G∞] is known to be infinite.
For example, if f(z) = zd + c with d ≥ 3, then the functional equation f(ζdz) = f(z), where
ζd is a d-th root of unity, yields extra symmetries in Orb−

f (x0) and hence infinite index, as
described in [8]. Another case is that f is postcritically finite, or PCF, meaning that every
critical point c is preperiodic, i.e., there exist integers n > m ≥ 0 such that fn(c) = fm(c).
(See [11, Theorem 3.1] for a proof that [Aut(Td,∞) : G∞] =∞ for PCF maps, and [1, 3, 20]
for the arboreal Galois groups of certain PCF examples.) In this paper, we consider another
condition which forces [Aut(Td,∞) : G∞] =∞, as follows.

Definition 1.1. Let f ∈ K(z) be a rational function, let ξ1, ξ2 ∈ P1(K) be two critical
points of f , and let ℓ ≥ 1 be a positive integer. We say that ξ1 and ξ2 collide at the ℓ-th
iterate if

(1) f ℓ(ξ1) = f ℓ(ξ2) but f ℓ−1(ξ1) 6= f ℓ−1(ξ2).

If charK 6= 2, and if f is quadratic with colliding critical points, then Pink observed
in [21, Theorem 4.8.1] that [Aut(T2,∞) : G∞] = ∞. (In this case, we must have ℓ ≥ 2,
because the two critical values must be distinct, as each has only d = 2 preimages, counting
multiplicity.) More precisely, if K = k(t) where k is a field with char k 6= 2, and if f ∈ k(z)
and x0 = t, Pink described the resulting Galois group G∞ in terms of a countable set of
topological generators in Aut(T2,∞). If a certain discriminant is not a square in k, then G∞

is isomorphic to a certain subgroup M̃ℓ of Aut(T2,∞), and otherwise G∞ is isomorphic to an

index 2 subgroup Mℓ of M̃ℓ. (We define M̃ℓ and Mℓ in Definition 2.2. In [21], Pink denotes

these groups G̃(r) and G(r), respectively, where r = ℓ − 1.) Specializing from K = k(t) to
the constant field k, the arboreal Galois group for such f with root point x0 ∈ k is therefore

a subgroup of M̃ℓ.

Our goal in this paper is twofold. First, we describe the groups M̃ℓ and Mℓ as sets of au-
tomorphisms σ ∈ Aut(T2,∞) satisfying a certain condition, rather than by giving generators,
as Pink did. Second, we present necessary and sufficient conditions for the arboreal Galois
group G∞ associated with a quadratic rational map f ∈ K(z) satisfying hypothesis (1) to
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be isomorphic to the full group M̃ℓ or Mℓ. These goals are summarized in the following two
theorems.

Theorem 1.2. Let K be a field of characteristic different from 2, and let f ∈ K(z) be
a rational function of degree 2 with critical points ξ1, ξ2 ∈ P1(K). Let δ ∈ K× be the
discriminant of the minimal polynomial of ξ1 over K, which we understand to be δ = 1 if
ξ1 ∈ P1(K). Fix x0 ∈ P1(K), and let G∞ be the arboreal Galois group for f over K, rooted
at x0. Suppose that ξ1 and ξ2 collide at the ℓ-th iterate under f , for some integer ℓ ≥ 2.
Then:

(1) G∞ is isomorphic to a subgroup of M̃ℓ, via an appropriate labeling of the tree.
(2) G∞ is isomorphic to a subgroup of Mℓ if and only if δ is a square in K.

Theorem 1.3. With notation and hypothesis as in Theorem 1.2, there is a countable se-
quence of quantities

κ1, κ2, . . . ∈ L := K(
√
δ),

given by explicit expressions involving f and x0, with κ1, . . . , κℓ−1 ∈ K, so that the following
hold.

(1) If δ is a square in K, then the following are equivalent:
(a) No finite product κi1 · · ·κim (for 1 ≤ i1 < · · · < im and m ≥ 1) is a square in K.
(b) G∞

∼= Mℓ.
(2) If δ is not a square in K, then κℓδ is a square in K, and the following are equivalent:

(a) The only finite product κi1 · · ·κim (for 1 ≤ i1 < · · · < im and m ≥ 1) that is a
square in L is the single element κℓ.

(b) G∞
∼= M̃ℓ.

We define the quantities κn ∈ K of Theorem 1.3 in Definition 6.1.
As noted earlier, the finite Galois group Gn = Gal(Kn/K) acts on the finite tree T2,n, for

any integer n ≥ 0. It is therefore convenient to define subgroups Mℓ,n and M̃ℓ,n of the finite

group Aut(T2,n), restricting elements of Mℓ and M̃ℓ to T2,n. (See Definition 2.4.) We present
analogs of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 for this finite setting in Corollary 4.2 and Theorem 6.5,
respectively.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we set notation, describe tree labelings,

and define the groups Mℓ and M̃ℓ in terms of the parities of σ ∈ Aut(T2,∞) acting on various
portions of the tree. In Section 3, we present a number of elementary results involving
discriminants, most notably a formula (Corollary 3.5) for discriminants of iterated maps in
homogeneous coordinates. We then apply these formulas to prove Theorem 1.2 in Section 4,
using the discriminants of Section 3 to detect the parity conditions of Section 2. In Section 5,

we study certain generators for the groups Mℓ and M̃ℓ, in particular tree automorphisms that
we call odd cousins maps. Finally, in Section 6, we define the quantities κn of Theorem 1.3
in terms of cross ratios and discriminants involving iterates of f . In Lemmas 6.3 and 6.4,
we present explicit algebraic expressions involving iterated preimages of x0, illustrated in
Figures 3 and 4, that can detect whether or not a given Galois automorphism is an odd
cousins map. We then apply Lemmas 6.3 and 6.4 to prove Theorem 1.3.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Notation and tree labelings. We set the following notation throughout this paper.
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Figure 1. Labeling the tree T3

K: a field of characteristic different from 2, with algebraic closure K
ℓ: an integer ℓ ≥ 2
f : a rational function f(z) ∈ K(z), usually of degree 2
x0: an element of P1(K), to serve as the root of our preimage tree
Tn: a binary rooted tree, extending n levels above its root node
T∞: a binary rooted tree, extending infinitely above its root node
Kn: for each n ≥ 0, the extension field Kn := K(f−n(x0))
K∞: the union K∞ =

⋃
n≥1Kn in K

Gn: the Galois group Gal(Kn/K0)
G∞: the Galois group Gal(K∞/K0)

Following [1, Definition 1.3], we assign labels to each of the nodes of the abstract trees Tn
and T∞, as follows.

Definition 2.1. A labeling of T∞ is a choice of two tree morphisms 0, 1 : T∞ → T∞ such
that 0 maps T∞ bijectively onto the subtree rooted at one of the two nodes connected to the
root node x0, and 1 maps T∞ bijectively onto the subtree rooted at the other.

For any integer n ≥ 1, a labeling of Tn is a choice of two injective tree morphisms 0, 1 :
Tn−1 → Tn with the same property.

Given the two tree morphisms 0,1 of Definition 2.1, we can assign a label to each node
of the tree, as follows. First, label the root node with the empty word (). Then, for each
level m ≥ 1 of the tree and each node w at level 1, label w with the unique ordered m-tuple
s1s2 . . . sm ∈ {0, 1}m, such that w = s1 ◦ s2 ◦ · · · ◦ sm(). See Figure 1.

Having fixed a labeling, we will often abuse terminology and conflate a node x of the tree
with its label. In addition, for each point y ∈ Orb−

f (x0), we will often label the corresponding
node of the abstract tree Tn or T∞ as y as well, with x0 as the root node, and the 2m nodes
at the m-th level of the tree as the points of f−m(x0).

2.2. Higher-level signs and Pink’s groups. Fix a labeling of the tree T∞. Let y be a
node of the tree, and let m ≥ 1 be a positive integer. The 2m nodes that are m levels above
y have labels ys1s2 . . . sm, with each si ∈ {0, 1}. For any automorphism σ ∈ Aut(T∞) of the
(rooted) tree, we have

σ(ys1s2 . . . sm) = σ(y)t1t2 . . . tm, for some t1, . . . , tm ∈ {0, 1}.
Thus, σ and y together induce a bijective function from {0, 1}m to itself, sending (s1, . . . , sm)
to (t1, . . . , tm). Following Pink, we define the m-th sign of σ above y, denoted sgnm(σ, y), to
be the sign of this permutation of {0, 1}m — that is, +1 if the permutation is of even parity,
or −1 if it is odd.
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Definition 2.2. Fix a labeling of the tree T∞. Let ℓ ≥ 2 be an integer. We define M̃ℓ to be
the set of all σ ∈ Aut(T∞) for which

sgnℓ(σ, y) = sgnℓ(σ, x0) for every node y of T∞.

We also define Mℓ to be the set of all σ ∈ M̃ℓ for which this common sign is +1.

Note that for any σ ∈ Aut(T∞) and any node y for which σ(y) 6= y, the sign sgnℓ(σ, y)

depends on the choice of labeling of the tree. Thus, the subgroups M̃ℓ and Mℓ also depend
on the labeling. However, any two labelings are conjugate by an automorphism of the tree,

so a change of labeling has the effect of replacing the subgroups M̃ℓ and Mℓ by appropriate
conjugates.

Theorem 2.3. Fix a labeling of the tree T∞ and an integer ℓ ≥ 2. Then M̃ℓ and Mℓ are
subgroups of Aut(T∞).

Proof. Clearly the identity automorphism e belongs to Mℓ ⊆ M̃ℓ. For any σ, τ ∈ Aut(T∞),
and for any node y of T∞, we have

(2) sgnℓ(στ, y) = sgnℓ(σ, τ(y)) · sgnℓ(τ, y).

Indeed, τ maps the nodes above y to the nodes above τ(y), in particular permuting labels
of the 2ℓ nodes that are ℓ levels above y with sign sgnℓ(τ, y). Then σ permutes the labels of
those same nodes with sign sgnℓ(σ, τ(y)) while moving them to the nodes above σ(τ(y)).

Thus, if σ, τ ∈ M̃ℓ, then for any node y of the tree, we have

sgnℓ(στ, y) = sgnℓ(σ, τ(y)) · sgnℓ(τ, y) = sgnℓ(σ, τ(x0)) · sgnℓ(τ, x0) = sgnℓ(στ, x0),

and hence στ ∈ M̃ℓ. Similarly, if σ, τ ∈ Mℓ, then all the signs above are +1, so we have
στ ∈Mℓ.

In addition, for any σ ∈ M̃ℓ, then choosing τ = σ−1 ∈ Aut(T∞), equation (2) yields

sgnℓ(σ
−1, y) = sgnℓ(σ, σ

−1(y)) = sgnℓ(σ, σ
−1(x0)) = sgnℓ(σ

−1, x0),

and hence σ−1 ∈ M̃ℓ. Similarly, Mℓ is also closed under inverses. �

2.3. Pink’s description of Mℓ and M̃ℓ. In Section 4.2 of [21], Pink defines G(ℓ − 1) to
be the closure of the subgroup of Aut(T∞) generated by a certain countable set of automor-
phisms

{ai | i ≥ 1} ∪ {bj | 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓ− 1} ⊆ Aut(T∞).

Here, we mean closure with respect to the natural topology on Aut(T∞), given by the basis
{En |n ≥ 1} of open neighborhoods of e, where for each n ≥ 1, the normal subgroup En

consists of those σ ∈ Aut(T∞) that are trivial on the finite subtree Tn−1.
In Proposition 4.2.5 of [21], Pink also works out the value of the signs sgnm(ai, x0) and

sgnm(bj , x0) for all m ≥ 1, all i ≥ 1, and all 1 ≤ j ≤ ℓ − 1. In particular, combining his
sign formulas with his recursive definitions of the elements ai, bj, it is immediate that the
signs sgnℓ(ai, y) and sgnℓ(bj, y) are +1 for all such i, j and all nodes y of the tree. Thus, all
of Pink’s generators belong to our group Mℓ. Moreover, Mℓ is clearly closed with respect to
the natural topology on Aut(T∞), so it follows that Pink’s group G(ℓ − 1) is contained in
our group Mℓ. We claim that the two groups coincide. To do so, we define the following two
subgroups of Aut(Tn).



6 BENEDETTO AND DIETRICH

Definition 2.4. Let ℓ ≥ 2 and n ≥ 0 be integers. Define Mℓ,n to be the quotient of Mℓ

formed by restricting each σ ∈ Mℓ to the subtree Tn. Similarly define M̃ℓ,n to be the quotient

of M̃ℓ formed by restricting to Tn.

It is well known that log2 |Aut(Tn)| = 2n − 1, since any σ ∈ Aut(Tn) can be described by
specifying, for each of the 2n − 1 nodes y at levels 0 to n − 1, whether σ switches or fixes
the labels of the two nodes immediately above y. For each node y of Tn at level n − ℓ or
lower, the condition that sgnℓ(σ, y) = +1 introduces an index 2 restriction on Mℓ,n, and the
restrictions for these various nodes y are independent of one another. Since there are no
such nodes for n < ℓ, and 2n−ℓ+1 − 1 such nodes for n ≥ ℓ, it follows that

log2[Aut(Tn) :Mℓ,n] =

{
0 if 0 ≤ n ≤ ℓ− 1,

2n−ℓ+1 − 1 if n ≥ ℓ.

(Incidentally, it follows that Mℓ is of infinite index in Aut(T∞).) Hence,

(3) log2 |Mℓ,n| =
{
2n − 1 if 0 ≤ n ≤ ℓ− 1,

2n − 2n−ℓ+1 if n ≥ ℓ.

This formula exactly coincides with Pink’s computation of |G(ℓ− 1)n| in Proposition 4.4.1
of [21], thus proving our claim that Pink’s group G(ℓ− 1) is the same as our group Mℓ.

Pink goes on to define a larger group G̃(ℓ − 1) by adding one more generator, which he
denotes w̃. In equation (4.8.8) of [21], he defines w̃ by a recursive relation involving his earlier
generator bℓ−1. It is immediate from this definition and his aforementioned sign computations

that sgnℓ(w̃, y) = −1 for every node y of T∞, so that w̃ ∈ M̃ℓ, and hence G̃(ℓ− 1) ⊆ M̃ℓ. On

the other hand, just after defining w̃, Pink notes that [G̃(ℓ−1) : G(ℓ−1)] = 2, and of course

we clearly have [M̃ℓ : Mℓ] = 2 as well. Therefore, it follows that Pink’s group G̃(ℓ− 1) also

coincides with our group M̃ℓ.

Remark 2.5. We limit the use of Pink’s notation ai, bj, w̃ to this section. Having proven that

Pink’s groups are the same as our groups Mℓ and M̃ℓ, we will no longer need to refer to the
specific generators Pink defined in [21].

3. Homogeneous discriminants

The discriminants of the equations fn(z) = x0 are especially important in the study of
arboreal Galois groups. Iterative formulas for these discriminants may be found, for example,
in [2, Proposition 3.2] for the polynomial case, and in [12, Theorem 3.2] for the rational
function case. In our setting, it will be convenient to derive analogous formulas working in
homogeneous coordinates on P1, as follows.

Definition 3.1. Let P,Q ∈ K[X, Y ] be homogeneous polynomials of degrees m,n ≥ 1,
respectively. Write

P (X, Y ) =

m∏

i=1

(biX − aiY ) and Q(X, Y ) =

n∏

i=1

(diX − ciY ),
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with ai, bi, ci, di ∈ K, such that for each i, at least one of ai, bi is nonzero, and at least one
of ci, di is nonzero. The (homogeneous) resultant of P and Q is

Res(P,Q) :=
m∏

i=1

n∏

j=1

(aidj − bicj) ∈ K,

and the (homogeneous) discriminant of P is

∆(P ) :=
∏

1≤i<j≤m

(aibj − biaj)2 ∈ K.

If P = a is constant, we understand Res(a,Q) to be adegQ, and similarly if Q = c is
constant, then Res(P, c) = cdegP . If degP = 1, we understand ∆(P ) to be 1.

In the notation of Definition 3.1, the points [ai : bi] ∈ P1(K) are the zeros of P . Both the
resultant and discriminant are invariant under all (Galois) permutations of these zeros, and
hence they do indeed lie in K. They are also invariant under replacing (ai, bi) by (λiai, λibi)

for any λ1, . . . , λm ∈ K
×

satisfying λ1 · · ·λm = 1. Clearly, we have

(4) Res(P,Q) =

m∏

i=1

Q(ai, bi) = (−1)mn

n∏

i=1

P (ci, di).

If bi 6= 0 for all i, i.e., if the point [1 : 0] at ∞ is not a root of P , then the dehomogenization
p(z) = P (z, 1) ∈ K[z] of P is

p(z) = A

m∏

i=1

(z − αi), where αi =
ai
bi

and A =

d∏

i=1

bi.

Similarly, if each di 6= 0, then writing γi = ci/di and C =
∏n

i=1 di, the dehomogenization q
of Q is q(z) = C

∏n
i=1(z − γi). Thus, if bi, di 6= 0 for all i, then

Res(P,Q) = AnCm
m∏

i=1

n∏

j=1

(αi − γj) = Res(p, q)

coincides with the classical (nonhomogeneous) resultant, and

(5) ∆(P ) = A2m−2
∏

i<j

(αi − αj)
2 = ∆(p)

coincides with the classical (nonhomogeneous) discriminant.
For brief expositions on homogeneous discriminants, see [16, Section IX.4] or [23, Sec-

tion 2.4]. However, the iterated discriminant formulas we need involve the orbits of critical
points. To incorporate them, the quotient rule inspires the following definition.

Definition 3.2. Let P,Q ∈ K[X, Y ] be relatively prime homogeneous polynomials of degree
m ≥ 1. The homogeneous differential of (P,Q) is

DP,Q(X, Y ) :=
1

Y
(PXQ− PQX) =

1

X
(PQY − PYQ) ∈ K[X, Y ],

where PX denotes the (formal) partial derivative of P with respect to X, and similarly for
PY , QX , QY .
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A short algebraic computation, writing P = AmX
m+· · · and Q = BmX

m+· · · , shows that
DP,Q is a homogeneous polynomial of degree 2m− 2 in K[X, Y ], and that the two formulas
for it in Definition 3.2 agree. In addition, if p(z), q(z) ∈ K[z] are the dehomogenizations of
P,Q, then the derivative of the rational function p(z)/q(z) is DP,Q(z, 1)/(q(z))

2.

Proposition 3.3. Let P,Q ∈ K[X, Y ] be relatively prime homogeneous polynomials of degree
m ≥ 1, with homogeneous differential D = DP,Q. Let α, β ∈ K, not both zero, and define

R(X, Y ) := βP (X, Y )− αQ(X, Y ).

Then

(1) Res(R,D) = (−1)m(m−1)/2 Res(P,Q)∆(R).

(2) Let α̃, β̃ ∈ K, not both zero, and define

R̃(X, Y ) := β̃P (X, Y )− α̃Q(X, Y ).

Then Res(R, R̃) = (αβ̃ − βα̃)mRes(P,Q).

Proof. Since R ∈ K[X, Y ] is homogeneous of degree m, there exist points [γi, δi] ∈ P1(K)
such that

R(X, Y ) =

m∏

i=1

(
δiX − γiY

)
.

Writing Q =
∏m

i=1(diX − ciY ), observe that equation (4) applied to Res(R,Q) yields

(6)

m∏

i=1

Q(γi, δi) = (−1)m2
m∏

i=1

R(ci, di) = (−1)m2
m∏

i=1

βP (ci, di) = βmRes(P,Q).

A similar computation applied to Res(R,P ) yields

(7)

m∏

i=1

P (γi, δi) = αmRes(P,Q).

Statement (1): We consider two cases.

Case 1: If β 6= 0, then P = β−1(R + αQ), and hence

(8) D =
1

βY

(
RXQ + αQXQ−RQX − αQQX

)
=

1

βY

(
RXQ−RQX

)
.

Noting that

RX =

m∑

i=1

δi
∏

j 6=i

(
δjX − γjY

)
,

we have RX(γi, δi) = δi
∏

j 6=i(γiδj−δiγj) for each i = 1, . . . , m, and of course also R(γi, δi) = 0.

Thus, equation (8) yields

D(γi, δi) = β−1Q(γi, δi)
∏

j 6=i

(
γiδj − δiγj

)
,



ARBOREAL GALOIS GROUPS AND COLLIDING CRITICAL POINTS 9

for each i = 1, . . . , m. Therefore, by equation (4), we have

Res(R,D) =

m∏

i=1

D(γi, δi) =

(
β−m

m∏

i=1

Q(γi, δi)

) m∏

i=1

∏

j 6=i

(
γiδj − δiγj

)

= (−1)m(m−1)/2

(
β−m

m∏

i=1

Q(γi, δi)

) ∏

1≤i<j≤m

(
γiδj − δiγj

)2
,

= (−1)m(m−1)/2 Res(P,Q)∆(R),

by rearranging the final product in the first line and then applying equation (6).

Case 2: If α 6= 0, then Q = α−1(βP −R). A similar argument as in Case 1 yields

D =
1

αX

(
PYR− PRY

)
and RY (γi, δi) = −γi

∏

j 6=i

(
γiδj − δiγj

)
.

Thus,

Res(R,D) =

m∏

i=1

D(γi, δi) =

(
α−m

m∏

i=1

P (γi, δi)

) m∏

i=1

∏

j 6=i

(
γiδj − δiγj

)

= (−1)m(m−1)/2 Res(P,Q)∆(R),

by similar reasoning as in Case 1, using equation (7).

Statement (2): Without loss, we may assume β 6= 0. Then

Res(R, R̃) =
m∏

i=1

R̃(γi, δi) = β−m
m∏

i=1

(
ββ̃P (γi, δi)− βα̃Q(γi, δi)

)

= β−m

m∏

i=1

(
αβ̃Q(γi, δi)− βα̃Q(γi, δi)

)

= β−m(αβ̃ − βα̃)m
m∏

i=1

Q(γi, δi) = (αβ̃ − βα̃)mRes(P,Q),

where the first equality is by equation (4), the third is because R(γi, δi) = 0, and the fifth is
by equation (6). �

Theorem 3.4. Let P,Q ∈ K[X, Y ] be relatively prime homogeneous polynomials of degree
m ≥ 1, with homogeneous differential D = DP,Q. Let J ∈ K[X, Y ] be a homogeneous
polynomial of degree n ≥ 1, and let

H(X, Y ) := J(P (X, Y ), Q(X, Y )).

Then

∆(H) = (−1)mn(m−1)/2∆(J)m Res(P,Q)n(n−2)Res(H,D).

Proof. Write J(X, Y ) =
∏n

i=1(βiX − αiY ), with [αi, βi] ∈ P1(K). Then

H(X, Y ) =

n∏

i=1

Ri(X, Y ) where Ri = βiP − αiQ.
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Writing Ri(X, Y ) =
∏m

j=1(δijX − γijY ), we have

∆(H) =

[
n∏

i=1

∏

1≤j<k≤m

(
γijδik − γikδij

)2
][

∏

1≤i<j≤n

n∏

k=1

n∏

ℓ=1

(
γikδjℓ − γjℓδik

)2
]

=

[
n∏

i=1

∆(Ri)

][
∏

1≤i<j≤n

Res(Ri, Rj)
2

]
.(9)

The first product in equation (9) is
n∏

i=1

∆(Ri) =

n∏

i=1

[
(−1)m(m−1)/2 Res(P,Q)−1Res(Ri, D)

]

= (−1)mn(m−1)/2 Res(P,Q)−nRes(H,D),

where the first equality is by Proposition 3.3(1), and the second is by equation (4) and the
fact that H =

∏n
i=1Ri. The second product in equation (9) is
∏

1≤i<j≤n

Res(Ri, Rj)
2 =

∏

1≤i<j≤n

[
(αiβj − αjβi)

2m Res(P,Q)2
]

= Res(P,Q)n(n−1)

(
∏

1≤i<j≤n

(αiβj − αjβi)
2

)m

= Res(P,Q)n(n−1)∆(J)m,

where the first equality is by Proposition 3.3(2). Thus, equation (9) yields the desired
formula. �

A rational function f(z) = p(z)/q(z) ∈ K(z) of degree d ≥ 1 may be written in homoge-
neous coordinates as F (X, Y ) = (P (X, Y ), Q(X, Y )), where

P (X, Y ) := Y dp(X/Y ), and Q(X, Y ) = Y dq(X, Y ),

which are both homogeneous polynomials of degree d. Of course, this lift to homogeneous
coordinates is not unique, as we may multiply both P and Q by the same constant λ ∈ K×.
Thus, having fixed a choice of P and Q, the iterate F n = (Pn, Qn) is a choice of lift of fn to
homogeneous coordinates.

Corollary 3.5. Let P,Q ∈ K[X, Y ] be relatively prime homogeneous polynomials of degree
d ≥ 1, with homogeneous differential D = DP,Q. Write

D(X, Y ) = c
2d−2∏

i=1

(θiX − ηiY ) with c ∈ K× and [ηi, θi] ∈ P1(K).

Let F = (P,Q), and let s0, t0 ∈ K not both zero. For each n ≥ 0, define

Hn(X, Y ) = t0Pn(X, Y )− s0Qn(X, Y ) ∈ K[X, Y ],

where (Pn, Qn) = F n ∈ K[X, Y ]×K[X, Y ]. Then for each n ≥ 1, we have

(10) ∆(Hn) = (−1)dn(d−1)/2cd
n

∆(Hn−1)
dRes(P,Q)d

n−1(dn−1−2)

2d−2∏

i=1

Hn(ηi, θi).
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Proof. Note that H0(X, Y ) = t0X− s0Y is homogeneous of degree 1, and for n ≥ 1, we have
that Hn = Hn−1 ◦ F is homogeneous of degree dn. Pulling the constant c out of D (and
raising it to the power deg(Hn) = dn) and applying equation (4), we have

Res(Hn, D) = (−1)dn(2d−2)cd
n

2d−2∏

i=1

Hn(ηi, θi) = cd
n

2d−2∏

i=1

Hn(ηi, θi).

Thus, with H = Hn, J = Hn−1, m = d, and using dn−1 in the role of n, the desired formula
is immediate from Theorem 3.4. �

Theorem 3.6. With notation as in Corollary 3.5, suppose the degree is d = 2, and that
charK 6= 2. Suppose that there is an integer ℓ ≥ 1 such that

F ℓ([η1, θ1]) = F ℓ([η2, θ2]) as points in P1(K),

but

F ℓ−1([η1, θ1]) 6= F ℓ−1([η2, θ2]) as points in P1(K).

Then ℓ ≥ 2, and we have

Res(P,Q)

2∏

i=1

Hℓ(ηi, θi) ∈ K2 and

2∏

i=1

Hn(ηi, θi) ∈ K2 for every n ≥ ℓ+ 1,

where K2 denotes the set of squares of elements of K.

Proof. The two critical points [η1, θ1] and [η2, θ2] of the morphism F : P1 → P1 given by
F = [P,Q] must be distinct, since deg(F ) = 2, and a higher-multiplicity critical point would
result in a strictly larger local degree. (Recall that we have charK 6= 2.) In addition, if
F ([η1, θ1]) = F ([η2, θ2]), then this common point would have at least four preimages (counting
multiplicity), again contradicting the fact that deg(F ) = 2. Thus, the smallest iterate ℓ for
which F ℓ([η1, θ1]) = F ℓ([η2, θ2]) must satisfy ℓ ≥ 2, as claimed.

For any λ ∈ K
×
, replacing (η1, θ1) by (λη1, λθ1) and (η2, θ2) by (λ−1η2, λ

−1θ2) changes

neither the points F n([ηi, θi]) nor the product
∏2

i=1Hn(ηi, θi). In addition, for any c ∈ K×,
replacing (η1, θ1) by (cη1, cθ1) without changing (η2, θ2) similarly does not change the points
F n([ηi, θi]), but it changes the product

∏2
i=1Hn(ηi, θi) by a factor of c2

n

, which is a square in
K for n ≥ 1. Thus, since the quadratic form DP,Q(X, Y ) is defined over K, we may assume
that η1, η2, θ1, θ2 ∈ L, where L is either K or a quadratic extension of K; and in the latter
case, we may further assume that (η2, θ2) is Gal(L/K)-conjugate to (η1, θ1).

Let [a, b] ∈ P1(K) be the point

[a, b] := F ℓ([η1, θ1]) = F ℓ([η2, θ2]).

Since this point is either defined over K already, or else defined over L and Gal(L/K)-
conjugate to itself, we may assume that a, b ∈ K.

For each i = 1, 2, define αi, βi ∈ L by

(αi, βi) := F ℓ−1(ηi, θi).

Then since the two points [αi, βi] ∈ P1(K) are distinct, the quadratic form bP−aQ ∈ K[X, Y ]
must factor as

bP (X, Y )− aQ(X, Y ) = µ(β1X − α1Y )(β2X − α2Y )
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for some µ ∈ K×. Thus,

2∏

i=1

Hℓ(ηi, θi) =

2∏

i=1

(
t0P (αi, βi)− s0Q(αi, βi)

)
= Res

(
t0P − s0Q, µ−1(bP − aQ)

)

= µ−2Res(t0P − s0Q, bP − aQ) = µ−2(s0b− t0a)2Res(P,Q),
where the last equality is by Proposition 3.3(2). Multiplying by Res(P,Q) ∈ K× yields that
the first desired product is indeed a square in K.

For the second product, i.e., for n ≥ ℓ + 1, first consider the case that η1, η2, θ1, θ2 ∈ K.
Then F n−1(η1, θ1) and F n−1(η2, θ2) are both in K×K, and moreover they describe the same
point in P1(K), since n− 1 ≥ ℓ. Hence, there is some µ ∈ K× such that

F n−1(η2, θ2) = µF n−1(η1, θ1), and hence F n(η2, θ2) = µ2F n(η1, θ1).

It follows that
2∏

i=1

Hn(ηi, θi) = µ2
(
Hn(η1, θ1)

)2 ∈ K2,

as desired.
The other case is that (η2, θ2) is Gal(L/K)-conjugate to (η1, θ1), where L is a quadratic

extension of K. Then F n−1(η1, θ1) and F n−1(η2, θ2) are both in L × L and are also Galois
conjugate. As in the previous case, they also describe the same point in P1(K), so this point
must be K-rational. Hence, there is some µ ∈ L× and some an−1, bn−1 ∈ K not both zero
such that

F n−1(η1, θ1) = µ(an−1, bn−1) and F n−1(η2, θ2) = σ(µ)(an−1, bn−1),

where σ is the nontrivial element of Gal(L/K). Let γ = µσ(µ) ∈ K×. Then

2∏

i=1

Hn(ηi, θi) = γ2
(
t0P (an−1, bn−1)− s0Q(an−1, bn−1)

)2 ∈ K2. �

Still in the case d = 2, we also have the following identity.

Proposition 3.7. Let P,Q ∈ K[X, Y ] be relatively prime homogeneous polynomials of de-
gree 2, with homogeneous differential DP,Q. Then ∆(DP,Q) = 4Res(P,Q).

Proof. This is a brute-force calculation. Writing

P = a0X
2 + a1XY + a2Y

2 and Q = b0X
2 + b1XY + b2Y

2,

direct computation shows that both sides of the desired identity are equal to

4(a2b0 − a0b2)2 − 4(a2b1 − a1b2)(a1b0 − a0b1). �

Remark 3.8. Corollary 3.5 also yields the following formula for the (nonhomogeneous) dis-
criminants of iterated polynomials. Let f(z) ∈ K[z] be a polynomial of degree d ≥ 2 with
lead coefficient A ∈ K×, and let x0 ∈ K. Then for every n ≥ 1, we have

(11) ∆
(
fn − x0

)
= (−1)dn(d−1)/2dd

n

Ad2n−1−1
(
∆(fn−1 − x0)

)d ∏

f ′(c)=0

(
fn(c)− x0

)
,

where the product is over all finite critical points of f , repeated according to multiplicity.
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Indeed, lifting f to homogeneous coordinates as F [X, Y ] = (P,Q) = (Y df(X/Y ), Y d),
simple computations yield

Res(P,Q) = Ad and D = DP,Q = dAY d−1
∏

f ′(c)=0

(X − cY ).

Writing Hn = Pn − x0Y
dn , where Pn = Y dnfn(X/Y ), we have ∆(Hn) = ∆(fn − x0) by

equation (5), and it is easy to check that the
∏
Hn(ηi, θi) term in Corollary 3.5 becomes

dd
n

A2dn−1
∏

f ′(c)=0

(
fn(c)− x0

)
.

The desired equation is then immediate from Corollary 3.5.
A variant of formula (11) appeared in [2, Proposition 3.2], and a version similar to (11)

appeared with an incorrect power of the lead coefficient in [4, Equation (1)].

4. Colliding critical points and M∞

We are now prepared to prove our first main result, Theorem 1.2. The central goal of the
proof is to produce a labeling of the tree of preimages with respect to which every σ ∈ G∞

acts as an element of M̃ℓ or Mℓ. After some preliminaries, our strategy will be to start with a
completely arbitrary labeling of the tree, and then to make successive changes to the labeling
until it has this desired property.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Writing f = p/q where p, q ∈ K[z] with max{deg p, deg q} = 2, define
P,Q ∈ K[X, Y ] by

P (X, Y ) := Y 2p(X/Y ) and Q(X, Y ) := Y 2q(X/Y ).

Thus, F := (P,Q) is a homogenization of f , and the homogeneous differential D = DP,Q

may be factored as

D(X, Y ) = c(θ1X − η1Y )(θ2X − η2Y ),

with c ∈ K× and ξi = ηi/θi for i = 1, 2. (Here, we understand the latter expression to be
the point at ∞ if θi = 0.)

Any point x in the backward orbit Orb−
f (x0) corresponds to a node of the tree T∞, and

we also call this node x. Writing x = [s, t] ∈ P1(K) with s, t ∈ K(x), define

Hx,ℓ := tPℓ − sQℓ ∈ K(x)[X, Y ],

where Pℓ and Qℓ are the coordinate functions of F ℓ, i.e., where F ℓ = (Pℓ, Qℓ).
Choose any labeling of the tree T∞. In the rest of the proof, we will make successive

changes to this labeling until it successfully exhibits G∞ as a subgroup of M̃ℓ or Mℓ.

Case 1. If δ is a square in K, then ξ1, ξ2 ∈ P1(K). Thus, we may assume that
η1, η2, θ1, θ2 ∈ K. The discriminant ∆(DP,Q) is therefore also a square in K, and hence,
by Proposition 3.7, so is Res(P,Q) = 4∆(DP,Q).

With d = 2 in equation (10) of Corollary 3.5, it follows that for any x ∈ Orb−
f (x0),

the discriminant ∆(Hx,ℓ) is a square in K(x). Then by Theorem 3.6, using the fact that
Res(P,Q) ∈ K2, we also have

2∏

i=1

Hx,ℓ(ηi, θi) ∈ K(x)2.
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We may also write

Hx,ℓ =
2ℓ∏

i=1

(βℓ,iX − αℓ,iY ),

where {[αℓ,i, βℓ,i] | i = 1, . . . , 2ℓ} are the preimages in P1(K) of x under f ℓ. For any σ ∈ G∞,
it follows that

(12) if σ(x) = x, then sgnℓ(σ, x) = +1,

because any such σ permutes these 2ℓ preimages, and it does so with even parity, since
∆(Hx,ℓ) is a square in K(x).

In particular, implication (12) shows that sgnℓ(σ, x0) = +1 for every σ ∈ G∞, since each
such σ fixes x0 ∈ P1(K). We will now proceed inductively up the tree, making adjustments
to the labeling as we go. For any m ≥ 1, suppose that we have already verified that for all
nodes x up to level m− 1, we have sgnℓ(σ, x) = +1 for all σ ∈ G∞.

Given a node y at level m, its Galois orbit G∞(y) consists of nodes at the same level m of
the tree. For each such node w ∈ G∞(y), choose σw ∈ G∞ such that σw(y) = w. Note that
if σ′

w ∈ G∞ also satisfies σ′
w(y) = w, then

sgnℓ(σ
′
w, y) = sgnℓ(σw, y), since sgnℓ(σ

−1
w σ′

w, y) = +1

by implication (12). Define

Wy := {w ∈ G∞(y) | sgnℓ(σw, y) = −1}.
Observe that y 6∈ Wy, again by implication (12).

We now modify the labeling. For each node w ∈ Wy, transpose the labels of two nodes
that lie ℓ levels above w (and which share the same parent ℓ− 1 levels above w). Since we
made no change to the labeling above y but made this single transposition above w, the new
labeling now gives sgnℓ(σw, y) = +1.

Moreover, for any two nodes w and z in the Galois orbit G∞(y), and for any ρ ∈ G∞

with ρ(w) = z, we claim that sgnℓ(ρ, w) = +1 under this new labeling. Indeed, the Galois
automorphism

λ := σ−1
z ◦ ρ ◦ σw

fixes y and hence, by implication (12), must have sign sgnℓ(λ, y) = +1. In addition, by
the previous paragraph, the signs sgnℓ(σw, y) and sgnℓ(σz, y) are also both +1. Hence,
sgnℓ(σ

−1
w , w) = +1 as well. Therefore, by equation (2), we have

sgnℓ(ρ, w) = sgnℓ(σzλσ
−1
w , w) = sgnℓ(σz, y) · sgnℓ(λ, y) · sgnℓ(σ

−1
w , w)

= (+1) · (+1) · (+1) = +1,

proving our claim that sgnℓ(ρ, w) = +1.
Repeat this relabeling for each of the (finitely many) Galois orbits among the 2m nodes

at level m. That is, for each such orbit, choose a node y in the orbit, define the set Wy as
above, and adjust the labels above each w ∈ Wy. Having completed this process for each
Galois orbit at level m, it follows that for any node x at level m and any σ ∈ G∞, we have
sgnℓ(σ, x) = +1. Hence, extending this relabeling inductively up the tree, we have G∞ ⊆ Mℓ,
proving the reverse implication of part (2) of the theorem.

Case 2. If δ is not a square in K, then the critical points ξ1, ξ2 are Galois conjugate
and defined over the quadratic extension L := K(

√
δ) of K. In addition, Res(P,Q) is not a

square in K, since as in Case 1, it is a square times δ.
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Defining Hx,ℓ as in Case 1, observe that Corollary 3.5 and Theorem 3.6 together show

that for any x ∈ P1(K), the quantity δ∆(Hx,ℓ) is a square in K(x). Since
√

∆(Hx,ℓ) is
an arithmetic combination of the points in f−ℓ(x) (see Definition 3.1 and equation (5)), it

follows that
√
δ ∈ K(x)ℓ, where K(x)ℓ is the extension of K(x) obtained by adjoining f−ℓ(x).

In particular, √
δ ∈ K(x0)ℓ = Kℓ ⊆ K∞.

Therefore, it makes sense to define G′
∞ := Gal(K∞/L), which is a subgroup of G∞ of index 2.

Fix τ ∈ G∞ rG′
∞. Note that the two cosets of G′

∞ in G∞ are

G′
∞ = {σ ∈ G∞ | σ(

√
δ) =

√
δ} and G′

∞τ = {σ ∈ G∞ | σ(
√
δ) = −

√
δ}.

Applying Case 1 with L in place of K and G′
∞ in place of G∞, we may label the tree

so that G′
∞ ⊆ Mℓ. Even after this relabeling, note that sgnℓ(τ, x0) = −1, since, as noted

above, ∆(Hx0,ℓ) is δ times a square in K(x0) = K, and hence τ must map this discriminant
to its negative, meaning that it acts as an odd permutation on the 2ℓ points of f−ℓ(x0). In
particular, we have τ ∈ G∞rMℓ, proving the forward implication of part (2) of the theorem.

We will now make some further adjustments to this labeling. For any m ≥ 1, suppose
that we have already verified that for all nodes x up to level m− 1, we have

sgnℓ(σ, x) = sgnℓ(σ, x0) for all σ ∈ G∞,

a condition which holds vacuously at level 0. Given a node y at level m, the Galois orbit
G′

∞(y) either coincides with G∞(y) or is a subset of exactly half the size, since [G∞ : G′
∞] = 2.

In the former case, for every node w in the same orbit G′
∞(y) = G∞(y), there is some

ρw ∈ G′
∞ such that ρw(w) = τ(w). Note that ρ−1

w τ maps
√
δ to its negative and hence also

maps
√
∆(Hw,ℓ) to its negative, as once again, ∆(Hw,ℓ) is δ times a square in K(w). Since

ρ−1
w τ fixes w, it follows that sgnℓ(ρ

−1
w τ, w) = −1. Thus, by equation (2), for any σ ∈ G′

∞, we
have

sgnℓ(στ, w) = sgnℓ(σ, τ(w)) · sgnℓ(ρw, w) · sgnℓ(ρ
−1
w τ, w) = (+1) · (+1) · (−1)

= (+1) · (−1) = sgnℓ(σ, x0) · sgnℓ(τ, x0) = sgnℓ(στ, x0).

Hence, for every σ in either of the two cosets of G′
∞ in G∞, we have sgnℓ(σ, w) = sgnℓ(σ, x0),

as desired.
In the latter case, the Galois orbit G∞(y) is the disjoint union of Vy,0 := G′

∞(y) and
Vy,1 := G′

∞τ(y). If sgnℓ(τ, y) = +1, then for each node w ∈ Vy,1, transpose the labels of two
nodes that lie ℓ levels above w and share the same parent, as we did in Case 1. Since every
σ ∈ G′

∞ maps the set of nodes Vy,1 to itself, this change in labeling preserves the inclusion
G′

∞ ⊆ Mℓ, but now we may assume that sgnℓ(τ, y) = −1.
Therefore, for any σ1, σ2 ∈ G′

∞ ⊆Mℓ, equation (2) yields

sgnℓ(σ1τσ
−1
2 , σ2(y)) = sgnℓ(σ1, τ(y)) · sgnℓ(τ, y) · sgnℓ(σ

−1
2 , σ2(y))(13)

= (+1) · (−1) · (+1) = −1.

Given any w ∈ Vy,0 and any ρ ∈ G′
∞τ , we may write w = σ2(y) and ρ = σ1τσ

−1
2 for some

σ1, σ2 ∈ G′
∞. Hence, equation (13) becomes

(14) sgnℓ(ρ, w) = −1 = sgnℓ(ρ, x0).
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In addition, given any w ∈ Vy,1 and any ρ ∈ G′
∞τ , then applying equation (14) to ρ−1, with

ρ(w) in the role of w, gives us

sgnℓ(ρ
−1, ρ(w)) = sgnℓ(ρ

−1, x0).

Taking inverses once again gives sgnℓ(ρ, w) = sgnℓ(ρ, x0); so we have shown that this equality
holds for every w in the Galois orbit G∞(y) and any ρ ∈ G∞.

As in Case 1, repeat this relabeling for each of the Galois orbits of nodes at level m of the
tree. Having completed this process at level m, it follows that for any node x at level m and
any σ ∈ G∞, we have sgn(σ, x) = sgn(σ, x0). Hence, extending this relabeling inductively

up the tree, we have G∞ ⊆ M̃ℓ, proving statement (1). �

Remark 4.1. Theorem 1.2 is essentially the content of Theorem 4.9.3 of [21]. We have
provided the proof above both to present a different argument and to illustrate that the
result can be proven directly from our parity- and discriminant-based descriptions of the

groups Mℓ and M̃ℓ.

We close this section with a result describing the action of the finite Galois group Gn on

the finite tree Tn, and its relationship to the groups Mℓ,n and M̃ℓ,n of Definition 2.4. The
hypotheses are exactly the same as in Theorem 1.2.

Corollary 4.2. Let K be a field of characteristic different from 2, and let f ∈ K(z) be
a rational function of degree 2 with critical points ξ1, ξ2 ∈ P1(K). Let δ ∈ K× be the
discriminant of the minimal polynomial of ξ1 over K, which we understand to be δ = 1 if
ξ1 ∈ P1(K). Fix x0 ∈ P1(K), and let G∞ be the arboreal Galois group for f over K, rooted
at x0. Suppose that ξ1 and ξ2 collide at the ℓ-th iterate under f , for some integer ℓ ≥ 2. Let
n ≥ 0 be an integer.

(1) Gn is isomorphic to a subgroup of M̃ℓ,n, via an appropriate labeling of the tree.
(2) If n ≥ ℓ, then Gn is isomorphic to a subgroup of Mℓ,n if and only if δ is a square in

K.

Proof. Recall that throughout this paper, we understand an isomorphism between two groups
that act on a tree to be an equivariant isomorphism, as described in the introduction. There-
fore, statement (1) of Corollary 4.2 is immediate from statement (1) of Theorem 1.2.

For statement (2), since we have assumed n ≥ ℓ, we have that Gn is a subgroup of

Mℓ,n if and only if every σ ∈ Gn satisfies sgnℓ(σ, x0) = +1. By the definition M̃ℓ,n via

restriction of elements of M̃ℓ, this latter condition holds if and only if every σ ∈ G∞ satisfies
sgnℓ(σ, x0) = +1. Thus, Gn is a subgroup of Mℓ,n if and only if G∞ is a subgroup of Mℓ; by
statement (2) of Theorem 1.2, this occurs if and only if δ is a square in K. �

5. Odd cousins

In this section, we investigate certain aspects of the group Mℓ.

Definition 5.1. Fix a labeling on the tree T∞ and an integer ℓ ≥ 2, and let Mℓ be the
associated subgroup of Aut(T∞), as in Definition 2.2. Let σ ∈Mℓ.

(1) Let y0, y1 be the two children of a node w, i.e., the two nodes connected to w on the
level above w. We say that σ

acts ℓ-positively above w if sgnℓ−1(σ, y0) = sgnℓ−1(σ, y1) = +1,
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or that σ

acts ℓ-negatively above w if sgnℓ−1(σ, y0) = sgnℓ−1(σ, y1) = −1.
(2) Let n ≥ ℓ, let m := 2n−ℓ, and let w1, . . . , wm be the nodes that lie n− ℓ levels above

a node x. We say that σ is an (ℓ, n)-odd cousins map above x if the set

{i ∈ {1, . . . , m} | σ acts ℓ-negatively above wi}
has odd cardinality. Otherwise, we say σ is an (ℓ, n)-even cousins map above x.

When restricting to the finite subtree Tn, we define odd cousins and even cousins maps
σ ∈Mℓ,n similarly.

Note that the two signs sgnℓ−1(σ, y0) and sgnℓ−1(σ, y1) in Definition 5.1(1) must indeed be
equal. To see this, suppose y0 has label w0, and y1 has label w1. If sgn1(σ, w) = +1, meaning
that σ(w0) = σ(w)0 and σ(w1) = σ(w)1, then σ permutes the labels (each of length ℓ− 1)
of the 2ℓ−1 nodes above w0 with parity given by sgnℓ−1(σ, y0), and σ separately permutes
the labels of the 2ℓ−1 nodes above w1 with parity given by sgnℓ−1(σ, y1). Therefore,

sgnℓ−1(σ, y0) · sgnℓ−1(σ, y1) = sgnℓ(σ, w) = +1,

where the second equality is because σ ∈ Mℓ. On the other hand, if sgn1(σ, w) = −1, so
that σ(w0) = σ(w)1 and σ(w1) = σ(w)0, then define λ to be the automorphism of the
tree Tℓ rooted at w given by λ(w0S) = w1S and λ(w1S) = w0S, for any string of symbols
S ∈ {0, 1}ℓ−1 of length ℓ − 1. (That is, λ simply swaps the two subtrees Tℓ−1 rooted at y0
and y1.) Note that λ acts ℓ levels above w by 2ℓ−1 transpositions of labels of length ℓ, and
hence sgnℓ(λ, w) = +1, since ℓ ≥ 2. In addition, sgn1(σλ) = +1, so we may apply the result
of the previous case, yielding

sgnℓ−1(σ, y0) · sgnℓ−1(σ, y1) = sgnℓ(σλ, w) = sgnℓ(σ, w) · sgnℓ(λ, w) = +1.

Thus, in either case, we do indeed have sgnℓ−1(σ, y0) = sgnℓ−1(σ, y1).
As for part (2) of Definition 5.1, observe that in the language of parent and child nodes,

the four nodes x00, x01, x10, and x11 lying 2 levels above a node x form a set of cousins,
since they share a common grandparent x. (More generally, the 2ℓ nodes that are ℓ levels
above x form a set of (ℓ−1)-th cousins, in this same family tree analogy.) For any n ≥ ℓ, the
2n nodes that lie n levels above x are naturally partitioned into m := 2n−ℓ sets of 2ℓ nodes,
with one such set above each of the nodes w1, . . . , wm in Definition 5.1(2); and σ ∈Mℓ must
act with even parity on each of these m sets.

Example 5.2. We illustrate a (2, 3)-odd cousins map σ above a node x in Figure 2, re-
stricted to T3. Observe that sgn2(σ, 0) = sgn2(σ, 1) = +1 as part of the restriction that
σ ∈M2. However, σ acts 2-negatively above 0 (since for both of the children y of 0, we have
sgn1(σ, y) = −1), but 2-positively above 1. Since σ acts 2-negatively above an odd number
of these m = 23−2 = 2 nodes w = 0, 1, it is indeed a (2, 3)-odd cousins map above x.

The following result is a byproduct of the proof of [25, Lemma 1.6], but we include a self-
contained proof here for the convenience of the reader, given our slightly different context.

Proposition 5.3. Let n ≥ 1, and fix a labeling on the tree Tn. Let G ⊆ Aut(Tn) be a
subgroup. Suppose the quotient of G formed by restricting to the subtree Tn−1 is the full
group Aut(Tn−1). Suppose further that there exists σn ∈ G that acts trivially on Tn−1 and in
addition satisfies sgnn(σn, x0) = −1. Then G = Aut(Tn).
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x

0 1

Figure 2. Example 5.2: a (2, 3)-odd cousins map above x on T3

Proof. Let E be the (normal) subgroup of σ ∈ G acting trivially on Tn−1, so that G′ := G/E
is the quotient given by restriction to Tn−1. By hypothesis, we have G′ ∼= Aut(Tn−1). Let
S be the set of the m := 2n−1 nodes at level n − 1 of the tree, and let F2 denote the
field of 2 elements. Writing elements of the m-dimensional F2-vector space FS

2 as v = (vy),
where vy ∈ F2 is the coordinate of v at entry y ∈ S, the quotient group G′ acts on FS

2 by
τ(v)y = vτ−1(y), i.e., by permuting the coordinates.

For each σ ∈ E, let w(σ) ∈ FS
2 be the vector whose y-entry is 0 if sgn1(σ, y) = +1, or 1 if

sgn1(σ, y) = −1; that is, w(σ)y := (1− sgn1(σ, y))/2, viewed as an element of F2. Define W
to be the set of vectors w(σ), for all σ ∈ E. Then W is a subspace of FS

2 . Define

V : =

{
v ∈ FS

2

∣∣∣∣
∑

y∈S

vy · w(σ)y = 0 ∀ σ ∈ E
}

(15)

=

{
v ∈ FS

2

∣∣∣∣
∏

y∈S

sgn1(σ, y)
vy = +1 ∀ σ ∈ E

}
,

which is the set of all v ∈ FS
2 such that every σ ∈ E is nontrivial above an even number of

the nodes y ∈ S at which vy = 1.
Here, · is the standard dot product, which is a non-degenerate bilinear form on FS

2 . Observe
that V the orthogonal complement of W in FS

2 with respect to ·, and hence V is an F2-
subspace of FS

2 satisfying
dimV + dimW = |S|.

(This identity holds even in characteristic 2, in spite of the fact that V ∩W may be nontrivial.
Indeed, V is the kernel of the (dimW ) × |S| matrix whose rows are a set of basis vectors
for W .) Moreover, V is also an F2[G

′]-module, because for any τ ∈ G′ and v ∈ V , we
haveτ(v) ∈ V . To see this, lift τ to G. Then for any σ ∈ E and y ∈ S, equation (2) gives

sgn1

(
τ−1στ, τ−1(y)

)
= sgn1(τ

−1, σ(y)) · sgn1(σ, y) · sgn1(τ, τ
−1(y)) = sgn1(σ, y),

where the second equality is because σ(y) = y, and hence

sgn1(τ
−1, σ(y)) = sgn1(τ

−1, y) = sgn1(τ, τ
−1(y)).

Therefore,
∏

y∈S

sgn1(σ, y)
τ(v)y =

∏

y∈S

sgn1

(
τ−1στ, τ−1(y)

)v
τ−1(y) =

∏

y∈S

sgn1

(
τ−1στ, y

)vy
,

which is +1 for all σ ∈ E, since v ∈ V . Thus, τ(v) ∈ V ; so V is indeed an F2[G
′]-module.

We claim that V is trivial. To prove the claim, observe (by the orbit-stabilizer theorem)
that for every v ∈ V , the orbit G′v has cardinality dividing |G′| = |Aut(Tn−1)|, which is a
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power of 2. Thus, the only way |G′v| can be odd is if |G′v| = 1, that is, if v is fixed by every
element of G′. Observe further that since G′ acts transitively on S, the only two elements
of FS

2 that are fixed by every element of G′ are (0, . . . , 0) and (1, . . . , 1). That is, the only
G′-orbits in FS

2 of odd order are are {(0, . . . 0)} and {(1, . . . 1)}.
If V were nontrivial, then |V | would be even, because V is a finite-dimensional F2-vector

space. Partitioning V into G′-orbits, and observing that one of those orbits is the odd-
cardinality orbit {(0, . . . 0)}, there must be another odd-cardinality orbit in V , and hence
(1, . . . , 1) ∈ V . Therefore, for every σ ∈ E, the definition of V yields that sgn1(σ, y) = +1 for
an even number of nodes y ∈ S. Because each such σ fixes all of the nodes at level n− 1, it
follows that for every σ ∈ E, we have sgnn(σ, x0) = +1, contradicting the hypothesis about
σn. This contradiction proves our claim.

Thus, we have

dimW = 0 + dimW = dimV + dimW = |S| = m = 2n−1,

and therefore W is the full vector space FS
2 . Hence, E is the full group (Z/2Z)m of all

combinations of swaps and non-swaps above each of the nodes y ∈ S. Because the quotient
G′ = G/E is the full group Aut(Tn−1), it follows that G = Aut(Tn). �

Whereas Proposition 5.3 concerns odd versus even parities of permutations, the following
concerns only even permutations, but distinguishing odd cousins from even cousins maps.

Theorem 5.4. Let n ≥ ℓ ≥ 2 be integers, fix a labeling on Tn, and let G ⊆ Mℓ,n be a
subgroup. Suppose that the quotient of G formed by restricting to the subtree Tn−1 is the full
group Mℓ,n−1. Suppose further that there exists σn ∈ G that acts trivially on Tn−1 and is an
(ℓ, n)-odd cousins map above x0. Then G =Mℓ,n.

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 5.3, let E be the (normal) subgroup of elements σ ∈ G
that act trivially on Tn−1. Also as before, let S be the set of the m := 2n−1 nodes at level
n− 1 of the tree, let F2 denote the field of 2 elements, and for any v ∈ FS

2 , write vy ∈ F2 for
the coordinate of v at entry y ∈ S. Once again, the quotient G′ := G/E given by restriction
to Tn−1 acts on FS

2 by permuting the coordinates, and our hypotheses say that G′ ∼=Mℓ,n−1.
Also as in that proof, let W be the subspace of FS

2 consisting of all vectors w(σ) given
by w(σ)y := (1 − sgn1(σ, y))/2, for all σ ∈ E. Similarly, define the subspace V as in
equation (15). As before, V and W are F2[G

′]-modules with dimV + dimW = |S|.
For each node u at level n− ℓ of the tree, let Su ⊆ S be the set of 2ℓ−1 nodes at level n−1

that are above u. Let X ⊆ FS
2 be the subspace of vectors that are constant on each such set

Su. Note that dimX = 2n−ℓ, since that is the number of nodes at level n− ℓ. In addition,
X is invariant under the action of G′.

Thus, G′ acts on the quotient vector space FS
2 /X. As before, for every

[v] := X + v ∈ FS
2 /X,

the orbit G′[v] has cardinality dividing |G′| = |Mℓ,n−1|, which is a power of 2. The G′-orbit
of the zero vector [0] ∈ FS

2 /X clearly has only one element.

Claim 1: There is exactly one nonzero one-element orbit in FS
2 /X.

To prove Claim 1, we define a particular vector ṽ ∈ FS
2 as follows. Each node u at level

n− ℓ of the tree has two children, u0 and u1, on level n− ℓ + 1. Let Su0 be the set of 2ℓ−2

nodes at level n− 1 that lie above u0, and let Su1 be the set of 2ℓ−2 nodes at level n− 1 that
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lie above u1, so that Su is the disjoint union of Su0 and Su1. Define ṽ by setting

ṽy :=

{
0 if y ∈ Su0 for some node u at level n− ℓ,
1 if y ∈ Su1 for some node u at level n− ℓ,

for each y ∈ S. (That is, the coordinates of ṽ consist of alternating blocks of 2ℓ−2 0’s and of
2ℓ−2 1’s.) Clearly any v ∈ FS

2 belongs to the coset [ṽ] if and only if v is constant on each block
Sui of 2ℓ−2 nodes, but not constant on any block Su of 2ℓ−1 nodes. In that case, applying
any σ ∈ Aut(Tn−1) to v — and hence applying any σ ∈ G′ — yields a vector σv with the
same property. Thus, we have verified that σ[ṽ] = [ṽ], and hence that the orbit G′[ṽ] does
indeed have only one element. Clearly ṽ 6∈ X, and hence [ṽ] 6= [0].

To finish the proof of Claim 1, suppose v′ ∈ FS
2 has the property that the orbit G′[v′] has

only one element. We must show that [v′] is either [0] or [ṽ].
We begin by showing that v′ is constant on each block Sui of 2ℓ−2 elements. To see this,

given any node u at level n− ℓ, pick a node y ∈ Su0. For any two nodes z1, z2 ∈ Su1, there
is some τ ∈ G′ that swaps z1 and z2 but fixes y, since G′ acts as Aut(Tℓ−1) on the copy of
Tℓ−1 rooted at u. Now τv′ ∈ τ [v′] = [v′], since the orbit G′[v′] has only one element. The
difference τv′ − v′ therefore belongs to X and hence is constant on Su. But (τv′)y = (v′)y,
so this constant difference is 0. Thus, we have

(v′)z1 = (τv′)z1 = (v′)z2 .

Since this identity holds for all z1, z2 ∈ Su1, it follows that v′ is constant on Su1. By a similar
argument, v′ is also constant on Su0, as desired.

Suppose that there is a node u at level n− ℓ for which v′ is constant on Su. Then for any
node t at level n− ℓ, there is some τ ′ ∈ G for which τ ′u = t, because G′ acts transitively at
that level. As in the previous paragraph, we have τ ′[v′] = [v′], so that τ ′v′ − v′ ∈ X, and
hence τ ′v′ − v′ is constant on St. But τ ′v′ is also constant on St, since v′ is constant on Su.
Thus, v′ itself is constant on St. That is, we have shown that if v′ is constant on even one
block Su of 2ℓ−1 nodes, then it is constant on all such blocks.

By the previous two paragraphs, either v′ is constant on all blocks Su, or else on each
block Su, v

′ takes on one constant value i ∈ {0, 1} on Su0, and the other constant value 1− i
on Su1. In the first of these cases, we have v′ ∈ X; in the second, we have v′ − ṽ ∈ X. That
is, we have either [v′] = [0] or [v′] = [ṽ], proving Claim 1.

Claim 2: The space V is V = X, i.e. V/X is trivial.

To see this, suppose not. Then |V/X| is even, since it is a nontrivial power of 2. Yet again
following the proof of Proposition 5.3, partition V/X into G-orbits. Since one of those orbits
is the single-element G′[0], some other orbit in V must also have odd cardinality. But as
we noted, all orbits are a power of 2 in cardinality, and hence V/X must contain the other
single-element orbit [ṽ]. That is, ṽ ∈ V . Our hypotheses state that E contains an (ℓ, n)-odd
cousins map λ. In particular, there are an odd number of sets Su for which λ is nontrivial
above an odd number of nodes of Su1. It follows that

∏

y∈S

sgn1(λ, y)
ṽy =

∏

u

∏

y∈Su1

sgn1(λ, y) = −1,

where the second product is over all nodes u at level n − ℓ. By definition of V , it follows
that ṽ 6∈ V , a contradiction.
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Claim 2 follows: we have V = X. Hence,

log2 |E| = dimW = |S| − dimV = |S| − dimX = 2n−1 − 2n−ℓ,

and therefore

log2 |G| = log2 |E|+log2 |Mℓ,n−1| =
(
2n−1−2n−ℓ

)
+
(
2n−1−2n−ℓ

)
= 2n−2n−ℓ+1 = log2 |Mℓ,n|

by equation (3). Since G ⊆Mℓ,n, it follows that G =Mℓ,n. �

Theorem 5.5. Fix a labeling on the tree T∞ and an integer ℓ ≥ 2. Let n ≥ 0 be an integer,
and define ψn :Mℓ,n → {±1}n by ψn(σ) := (e1, . . . , en), where for each i = 1, . . . , n, we have

ei :=





sgni(σ, x0) if 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ− 1,

+1 if i ≥ ℓ and σ is an (ℓ, i)-even cousins map above x0,

−1 if i ≥ ℓ and σ is an (ℓ, i)-odd cousins map above x0.

Then ψn is a surjective group homomorphism, and kerψn is the commutator subgroup of
Mℓ,n. In particular, the abelianization Mab

ℓ,n is isomorphic to {±1}n.

Proof. It is straightforward to see that the composition of two (ℓ, i)-even cousins maps, or
of two (ℓ, i)-odd cousins maps, is an (ℓ, i)-even cousins map. Similarly, the composition of
one (ℓ, i)-even and one (ℓ, i)-odd cousins map is an (ℓ, i)-odd cousins map. It is also well
known that the composition of two like-sign permutations is even, and of two opposite-sign
permutations is odd. Thus, ψn is a group homomorphism. In addition, any permutation
and its inverse have the same sign, and similarly for even-cousins and odd-cousins maps.
Therefore, for any σ, τ ∈Mℓ,n, the commutator [σ, τ ] := στσ−1τ−1 must lie in kerψn.

For the rest of the proof, we proceed by induction on n ≥ 0. The desired result is trivially
true for n = 0. For each n ≥ 1, assume the statement is true for n − 1, and let En ⊆ Mℓ,n

be the normal subgroup of elements of Mℓ,n acting trivially on the first n − 1 levels of the
tree. For n ≤ ℓ− 1, we have Mℓ,n = Aut(Tn), and hence half of the elements of En are even,
and half are odd. Similarly, for n ≥ ℓ, half of the elements of En are (ℓ, n)-even cousins
maps, and the other half are (ℓ, n)-odd cousins maps. We also have Mℓ,n/En

∼= Mℓ,n−1 by
restricting to the subtree Tn−1.

To see that ψn is surjective, consider an arbitrary (e1, . . . , en) ∈ {±1}n. By our inductive
assumption of surjectivity, there is some σ ∈Mℓ,n−1 such that

ψn−1(σ) = (e1, . . . , en−1).

Lift σ to some σ ∈Mℓ,n, so that

ψn(σ) = (e1, . . . , en−1, ẽn) for some ẽn ∈ {±1}.

If ẽn = en, we are done. Otherwise, if n ≤ ℓ− 1, then pick τ ∈ En that is odd; or if n ≥ ℓ,
pick τ ∈ En that is an odd cousins map. Then ψn(τσ) = (e1, . . . , en), as desired.

It remains to show, given σ ∈ ker(ψn), that σ belongs to the commutator subgroup of Mℓ,n.
Restricting σ to Tn−1 yields σ ∈ Mℓ,n−1, which by our inductive hypothesis is a product of
commutators

σ =

N∏

i=1

[
ρ̄i, τ̄i

]
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with ρ̄i, τ̄i ∈Mℓ,n−1. Lifting ρ̄i and τ̄i to ρi, τi ∈Mℓ,n, we have that

( N∏

i=1

[
ρi, τi

])−1

σ ∈ ker(ψn) ∩ En.

If the expression above is a product of commutators, then so is σ. Thus, we may assume
without loss that σ ∈ ker(ψn) ∩ En.

Recall that the two children of x0 are the nodes labeled 0 and 1. Write

σ = (σ0, σ1) ∈ En−1 × En−1,

where σi describes the action of σ on the copy of Tn−1 rooted at node i. In what follows, we
will say that σi is even if it is an even permutation of the 2n−1 nodes at the top level of the
tree Tn−1 that it acts on; otherwise, we will say σi is odd. We consider several cases.

First, suppose that n ≤ ℓ − 1 and both σ0 and σ1 are even. Then by our inductive
hypothesis, both σ0 and σ1 are products of commutators in Mℓ,n−1. For each commutator
[ρ, τ ] in the product for σ0, we may define

ρ̃ := (ρ, e) and τ̃ := (τ, e),

both of which are elements of Aut(Tn) = Mℓ,n. Thus, (σ0, e) is a product of commutators
[ρ̃, τ̃ ]. By similar reasoning, (e, σ1) is also a product of commutators in Mℓ,n, and hence so
is σ = (σ0, e)(e, σ1).

Second, suppose that n = ℓ, in which case σ0 and σ1 are both necessarily even, since we
assumed that eℓ = +1, and hence that σ is an even-cousins map. Again by our inductive
hypothesis, both σ0 and σ1 are products of commutators in Mℓ,ℓ−1. Fix θ ∈ Eℓ−1 that is odd.
For each commutator [ρ, τ ] in the product for σ0, define

ρ̃ :=

{
(ρ, e) if ρ is even,

(ρ, θ) if ρ is odd.

Then ρ̃ ∈ Mℓ,ℓ, because our definition ensures that sgnℓ(ρ̃, x0) = +1. Define τ̃ ∈ Mℓ,ℓ

similarly. Then (σ0, e) is a product of the commutators [ρ̃, τ̃ ], because any appearances of θ
in the second coordinate will cancel within the individual commutators. Similarly, (e, σ1) is
also a product of commutators in Mℓ,ℓ, and hence so is σ = (σ0, e)(e, σ1).

Third, suppose that n ≥ ℓ + 1 and that both σ0 and σ1 are even-cousins maps in Mℓ,n−1.
Then both σ0 and σ1 are products of commutators in Mℓ,n−1, by our inductive hypothesis.
Recalling the automorphism θ ∈ Eℓ−1 from the previous case, define θn−1 ∈Mℓ,n−1 to be the
automorphism of Tn−1 given by

θn−1(yw) := θ(y)w

for each node y at level ℓ− 1 and each word w ∈ {0, 1}n−ℓ. (That is, θn−1 acts like θ at level
ℓ−1 but makes no further permutations of the labels above that level.) For each commutator
[ρ, τ ] in the product for σ0, define

ρ̃ :=

{
(ρ, e) if sgnℓ−1(ρ, 0) = +1,

(ρ, θn−1) if sgnℓ−1(ρ, 0) = −1.

As in the previous case, our definition ensures that sgnℓ(ρ̃, x0) = +1, so that ρ̃ ∈ Mℓ,n.
Define τ̃ ∈ Mℓ,n similarly. As in the previous two cases, using the commutators [ρ̃, τ̃ ], it
follows that σ = (σ0, e)(e, σ1) is a product of commutators in Mℓ,n.



ARBOREAL GALOIS GROUPS AND COLLIDING CRITICAL POINTS 23

Finally, suppose either that n ≤ ℓ − 1, and both σ0 and σ1 are odd; or that n ≥ ℓ + 1,
and both σ0 and σ1 are odd-cousins maps. Let λ ∈ Mℓ,n be the automorphism given by
λ(0w) = 1w and λ(1w) = 0w, for every word w ∈ {0, 1}n−1. (That is, λ simply exchanges
the two halves of the tree.) It is immediate from the definition of the group that λ ∈ Mℓ,n,
since sgnℓ(λ, y) = +1 for every node y of the tree.

If n ≤ ℓ − 1, choose ρ ∈ En−1 that is odd; of if n ≥ ℓ + 1, choose ρ ∈ En−1 that is an
odd-cousins map. Define µ to be the commutator

µ := [λ, (ρ, e)] = (ρ−1, ρ) ∈ En,

which is odd (respectively, an odd-cousins map) on each half of the n-th level of the tree, if
n ≤ ℓ− 1 (respectively, if n ≥ ℓ+ 1). Thus,

σµ−1 = (σ0ρ, σ1ρ
−1) ∈ En

is even (respectively, an even-cousins map) on each half of the tree. By the first (respectively,
third) case above, σµ−1 is a product of commutators. Therefore, σ is also such a product,
because µ is a commutator. �

6. Attaining the full group

Before proving Theorem 1.3, we must define the quantities κ1, κ2, . . . referred to in the
statement of that result. To do so, we recall that the cross ratio of four points a, b, c, d ∈
P1(K) is

CR(a, b, c, d) :=
(a− b)(c− d)
(a− c)(b− d) ,

with the usual understanding of what this expression means if any one of the four points is
∞, i.e. the two terms containing ∞ cancel. (For example, if c =∞, the cross ratio above is
−(a− b)/(b− d).)

We also set the following notation throughout this section. As in Theorems 1.2 and 1.3,
assume that the two critical points ξ1, ξ2 ∈ P1(K) of the quadratic rational function f ∈ K(z)
collide at the ℓ-th iterate, for some ℓ ≥ 2. Observe that ξ1 and ξ2 cannot both be periodic;
otherwise, if n ≥ ℓ is a multiple of both periods, we would have

ξ1 = fn(ξ1) = fn(ξ2) = ξ2,

a contradiction. Thus, it cannot be that each of ξ1 and ξ2 is in the forward orbit of the other.
Without loss, then, we may assume that ξ2 is not in the forward orbit of ξ1.

Set the following notation:

δ ∈ K×: the discriminant of the minimal polynomial of ξ1 over K,
or δ = 1 if ξ1 ∈ P1(K)

L: the field L := K(
√
δ)

F = (P,Q): a homogeneous lift of f , with P,Q ∈ K[X, Y ]
(s0, t0): a lift of the point x0 ∈ P1(K) to K ×K r {(0, 0)}
(ηi, θi): for each i = 1, 2, a lift of the critical point ξi to L× Lr {(0, 0)}
(Pn, Qn): for each integer n ≥ 1, write (Pn, Qn) = F n

Hn: the polynomial Hn := t0Pn − s0Qn, as in Corollary 3.5

In particular, P,Q ∈ K[X, Y ] are relatively prime homogeneous polynomials of degree 2 such
that f(z) = P (z, 1)/Q(z, 1). In addition, we have x0 = s0/t0, with the usual understanding
of 1/0 as the point ∞.
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Definition 6.1. With notation as above, define κn ∈ L = K(
√
δ) by

κn :=

{
∆(Hn) if 1 ≤ n ≤ ℓ− 1,

CR
(
x0, f

n−ℓ+1(ξ1), f
n(ξ2), f(ξ2)

)
if n ≥ ℓ+ 1,

and

κℓ :=





∆(Hℓ) if
√
δ 6∈ K,

f(ξ2)− f ℓ−1(ξ2)

f(ξ2)− f ℓ−1(ξ1)
· CR

(
x0, f(ξ1), f

ℓ(ξ2), f(ξ2)
)

if
√
δ ∈ K and ℓ ≥ 3,

∆(θ2P − η2Q) · CR
(
x0, f(ξ1), f

2(ξ2), f(ξ2)
)

if
√
δ ∈ K and ℓ = 2.

If the above formulas would result in κn =∞, then re-define κn := 0.

The final case of Definition 6.1, that the original formula would give κn = ∞, can only
arise from one of the cross ratio terms, and then only if fn(ξ2) = x0.

The special case n = ℓ in Definition 6.1 corresponds, not coincidentally, to the lowest

level of the tree at which the groups Mℓ and M̃ℓ differ. Indeed, as we saw in the proof of
Theorem 1.2, the discriminant ∆(Hℓ) is a square in K if and only if δ is also a square in K.

Note also that if we replace the lifts F and (s0, t0) of f and x0 by other lifts F̃ and
(s̃0, t̃0), the effect is to multiply each Hn by some c ∈ K×. The discriminant ∆(Hn) is then
multiplied by an even power of c, and hence by a square in K×. Similar reasoning applies to
∆(θ2P − η2Q) in the case that

√
δ ∈ K. Thus, although a different choice of lift may change

the exact values of κ1, . . . , κℓ, it does not change whether any of the products κi1 · · ·κim
of Theorem 1.3 are squares. This condition is also not affected by K-rational coordinate
changes, as the next result shows.

Proposition 6.2. With notation as above, let ν ∈ PGL(2, K), let g := ν ◦ f ◦ ν−1, and let

y0 := ν(x0). Let κ̃1, κ̃2, . . . ∈ L = K(
√
δ) be the associated quantities for the preimages of y0

under iterates of g. Then for each n ≥ 1, there exists cn ∈ K× such that κ̃n = c2nκn.

Proof. Observe that the K-rational coordinate change ν does not change the discriminant δ
of the critical points, except possibly by a factor of a square in K. In particular, the field
K(
√
δ) is the same for g as for f , and the choice of which of the three formulas used to define

κℓ also does not change.
In addition, cross ratios are well known to be unaffected by coordinate change, as is easy to

check by hand. Hence, it suffices to show that the discriminants ∆(Hn) and (when
√
δ ∈ K)

∆(θ2P − η2Q) are affected only by square factors in K under coordinate changes. We will
prove this fact for ∆(Hn); the proof for ∆(θ2P − η2Q) is the same with n = 1.

Lift f to F = (P,Q) and x0 to (s0, t0) as in the notation presented just before Definition 6.1.
Lift ν to N = (R, S), where

R = aX + bY and S = cX + dY, with a, b, c, d ∈ K and ε := ad− bc ∈ K×.

Then G := N ◦ F ◦N−1 is a lift of g, and (u0, v0) := N(s0, t0) is a lift of y0.
For any n ≥ 1, write F n = (Pn, Qn) and Gn = (P̃n, Q̃n), so that

P̃n = aPn ◦N−1 + bQn ◦N−1 and Q̃n = cPn ◦N−1 + dQn ◦N−1,
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Therefore, writing Hn := t0Pn − s0Qn and H̃n := v0P̃n − u0Q̃n, we have

H̃n = (cs0 + dt0)(aPn ◦N−1 + bQn ◦N−1)− (as0 + bt0)(cPn ◦N−1 + dQn ◦N−1)

= adt0Pn ◦N−1 + bcs0Qn ◦N−1 − bct0Pn ◦N−1 − ads0Qn ◦N−1

= (ad− bc)Hn ◦N−1 = εHn ◦N−1.

Write N−1 = (R′, S ′) = (a′X + b′Y, c′X + d′Y ). Then a simple computation shows

Res(R′, S ′) = a′d′ − b′c′ = (ad− bc)−1 = Res(R, S)−1 = ε−1.

Hence, applying Theorem 3.4 with J = Hn to the composition Hn ◦ N−1, and writing
m := deg(Hn) = 2n, we have

∆(Hn ◦N−1) = (−1)0∆(Hn)
1(ε−1)m(m−2) Res(Hn, ε

−1) = ε−m(m−1)∆(Hn),

where the second equality is because ε−1 is a constant, and hence

Res(Hn, ε
−1) = (ε−1)deg(Hn) = ε−m.

Combining the above computations, we have

∆(H̃n) = ∆(εHn ◦N−1) = ε2m−2∆(Hn ◦N−1) = ε−(m−2)(m−1)∆(Hn),

and therefore the result follows by choosing cn := ε−(m−2)(m−1)/2 ∈ K×. �

Before proving Theorem 1.3, we also need two important technical results.

Lemma 6.3. Let ℓ ≥ 2, and suppose that

(16) f(z) =
Az2 +B

z2 + C
for some A,B,C ∈ K with AC − B 6= 0.

Suppose further that the two critical points 0,∞ of f collide at the ℓ-th iterate, and that ∞
is not in the forward orbit of 0. Let x ∈ P1(K) not be in the forward orbit of f(∞), and
write f−1(x) = {±y} for some y ∈ K. Define m := 2ℓ−2, and write

f−(ℓ−1)(y) = {±α1, . . . ,±αm} and f−(ℓ−1)(−y) = {±α′
1, . . . ,±α′

m},
for some αi, α

′
i ∈ K. Then, possibly after reversing the roles of αm and −αm, we have

( m∏

i=1

αi +

m∏

i=1

α′
i

)2

= 4qℓ−1 · CR
(
x, f(0), f ℓ(∞), f(∞)

)
,

where

qℓ−1 := (−C)2ℓ−2
ℓ−1∏

i=2

(
f(∞)− f i(∞)

f(∞)− f i(0)

)2ℓ−i−1

∈ K×.

Proof. Note that for any points s, t ∈ P1(K) with f(s) = t, we do indeed have f−1(t) = {±s}.
In particular, the notation f−1(x) = {±y} in the statement of the lemma makes sense, as
does the notation for f−(ℓ−1)(±y); see Figure 3.

Observe that∞ cannot be periodic; if it were, then choosing n ≥ ℓ to be a multiple of the
period, we would have fn(0) = fn(∞) = ∞, contradicting the hypotheses. In addition, we
have fn(0) 6= f(∞) for all n ≥ 0, because ∞ itself is the only immediate preimage of f(∞).
Similarly, we also have fn(∞) 6= f(∞) for all n ≥ 2.
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x

y −y

α1 −α1 α2 −α2 · · ·
αm −αm α′

1 −α′

1 α′

2 −α′

2 · · ·
α′

m −α′

m

Figure 3. Lemma 6.3

Generalize the formula for qℓ−1 by defining

qn := (−C)2n−1
n∏

i=2

(
f(∞)− f i(∞)

f(∞)− f i(0)

)2n−i

for each n ≥ 1. By the previous paragraph, the numerators and denominators in this product
all lie in K×. Similarly, we have C ∈ K×; for if C = 0, then we would have f(0) =∞. Thus,
we have qn ∈ K×.

Observe that for any a, b, c ∈ K, we have

(17)
a2 − b2
a2 − c2 = CR(a2, b2, c2,∞) = CR

(
f(a), f(b), f(c), f(∞)

)
,

since f(z) is a linear fractional transformation applied to z2, and because, as noted in the
proof of Proposition 6.2, cross ratios are unchanged under linear fractional transformations.

We claim that for each n ≥ 1 and for any point w ∈ P1(K) not in the forward orbit of
f(∞), we have

(18)

2n−1∏

i=1

β2
i = qn ·

(
w − fn(0)

w − fn(∞)

)
, where f−n(w) = {±β1, . . . ,±β2n−1}.

(The assumption that w is not in the forward orbit of f(∞) guarantees that both sides of
equation (18) are defined and finite.) To prove this identity for n = 1, write f−1(w) = {±β1}.
Solving the equation f(β1) = w for β2

1 gives

β2
1 =

Cw − B
A− w = −C

(
w −B/C
w −A

)
= −C

(
w − f(0)
w − f(∞)

)
,

verifying the claim for n = 1, since q1 = −C. Proceeding inductively, for any n ≥ 2, suppose
the claim is true for n− 1. Write f−1(w) = {±u} for some u ∈ K, with

f−(n−1)(u) = {±β1, . . . ,±β2n−2} and f−(n−1)(−u) = {±β1+2n−2 , . . . ,±β2n−1}.
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Then by our inductive hypothesis, we have

2n−1∏

i=1

β2
i =

[ 2n−2∏

i=1

β2
i

]
·
[ 2n−1∏

i=1+2n−2

β2
i

]
=

[
qn−1 ·

(
u− fn−1(0)

u− fn−1(∞)

)][
qn−1 ·

( −u− fn−1(0)

−u− fn−1(∞)

)]

= q2n−1 ·
(
u2 − (fn−1(0))2

u2 − (fn−1(∞))2

)
= q2n−1 · CR

(
w, fn(0), fn(∞), f(∞)

)

= q2n−1 ·
(
f(∞)− fn(∞)

f(∞)− fn(0)

)(
w − fn(0)

w − fn(∞)

)
= qn ·

(
w − fn(0)

w − fn(∞)

)
,

where the fourth equality is by equation (17) and the fact that f(u) = w, and the sixth is
by definition of qn. Thus, we have proven the claim of equation (18).

Returning to the notation of the statement of the lemma, the claim gives
( m∏

i=1

αi ·
m∏

i=1

α′
i

)2

= qℓ

(
x− f ℓ(0)

x− f ℓ(∞)

)
= qℓ = q2ℓ−1

(
f(∞)− f ℓ(∞)

f(∞)− f ℓ(0)

)
= q2ℓ−1,

where the second and fourth equalities are because f ℓ(0) = f ℓ(∞), and the third is by
definition of qn. Thus, we have

m∏

i=1

αi ·
m∏

i=1

α′
i = ±qℓ−1,

and by switching the roles of αm and −αm if necessary, we may assume that this product
is in fact qℓ−1. In addition, because f ℓ(0) = f ℓ(∞) but f ℓ−1(0) 6= f ℓ−1(∞), we must have
f ℓ−1(∞) = −f ℓ−1(0). Therefore,

( m∏

i=1

αi +

m∏

i=1

α′
i

)2

=

m∏

i=1

α2
i +

m∏

i=1

α′
i
2 + 2

m∏

i=1

αi ·
m∏

i=1

α′
i

= qℓ−1 ·
[(

y − f ℓ−1(0)

y − f ℓ−1(∞)

)
+

( −y − f ℓ−1(0)

−y − f ℓ−1(∞)

)
+ 2

]

= qℓ−1 ·
[
(y − f ℓ−1(0))2 + (y + f ℓ−1(0))2 + 2(y − f ℓ−1(0))(y + f ℓ−1(0))

y2 − (f ℓ−1(∞))2

]

= qℓ−1 ·
(

4y2

y2 − (f ℓ−1(∞))2

)
= 4qℓ−1 ·

(
y2 − 02

y2 − (f ℓ−1(∞))2

)

= 4qℓ−1 · CR
(
x, f(0), f ℓ(∞), f(∞)

)
,

where the third equality is because f ℓ−1(∞) = −f ℓ−1(0), and the final equality is by equa-
tion (17) and the fact that f(y) = x. �

The expression
∏
αi +

∏
α′
i in Lemma 6.3 involves each of the 2m = 2ℓ−1 pairs of nodes

at level ℓ of the tree. The next lemma involves all the nodes at level n ≥ ℓ, by partitioning
them into 2n−ℓ such sets of 2ℓ−1 pairs, and taking the product of all the resulting expressions∏
αi +

∏
α′
i. This product is important because its square is invariant under the action

of Mℓ on the tree. More precisely, even without squaring, it is invariant under (ℓ, n)-even
cousins maps in Mℓ, and it is sent to its negative by (ℓ, n)-odd cousins maps in Mℓ.

Lemma 6.4. Let f(z) = (Az2 +B)/(z2 + C) ∈ K(z) and ℓ ≥ 2 as in Lemma 6.3, with the
critical points 0,∞ colliding at the ℓ-th iterate, and with ∞ not in the forward orbit of 0.
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x

y −y

β1 −β1

f(β1)

· · ·
· · ·

· · ·

βR/2 −βR/2

f(βR/2)

α1,i α′

1,i
αR/2,i α′

R/2,i

βR/2+1 −βR/2+1

f(βR/2+1)

· · ·
· · ·

· · ·

βR −βR

f(βR)

αR/2+1,i α′

R/2+1,i
αR,i α′

R,i

Figure 4. Lemma 6.4

Let x ∈ P1(K) not be in the forward orbit of f(∞), let n ≥ ℓ+ 1, and define m := 2ℓ−2 and
R := 2n−ℓ. Write the 2R points of f−(n−ℓ+1)(x) as ±β1, . . . ,±βR. For each j = 1, . . . , R,
write

f−(ℓ−1)(βj) = {±αj,1, . . . ,±αj,m} and f−(ℓ−1)(−βj) = {±α′
j,1, . . . ,±α′

j,m}.
If necessary, reverse the names of αj,m and −αj,m as dictated by Lemma 6.3 for βj in the
role of y. Then

R∏

j=1

( m∏

i=1

αj,i +

m∏

i=1

α′
j,i

)2

= r2n · CR
(
x, fn−ℓ+1(0), fn(∞), f(∞)

)
,

where

rn := (4qℓ−1)
2n−ℓ−1

n−ℓ∏

i=1

(
f ℓ+i−1(∞)− f(∞)

f i(0)− f(∞)

)2n−ℓ−i

∈ K×,

and where qℓ−1 ∈ K× is as in Lemma 6.3.

Proof. We proceed by induction on n ≥ ℓ. Note that the lemma is only stated for n ≥ ℓ+1,
but the formula for rn makes sense for n = ℓ and yields rℓ :=

√
4qℓ−1, even though that

value may not lie in K. With this definition of rℓ, the case n = ℓ is exactly the content of
Lemma 6.3. For the rest of the proof, then, consider n ≥ ℓ + 1, and suppose the statement
holds for n− 1.

Write f−1(x) = {±y}. After re-indexing the βi’s if necessary, we have

f−(n−ℓ)(y) = {±β1, . . . ,±βR/2} andf−(n−ℓ)(−y) = {±β1+R/2, . . . ,±βR}
as in Figure 4. Thus,

R∏

j=1

( m∏

i=1

αj,i +
m∏

i=1

α′
j,i

)2

=

R/2∏

j=1

( m∏

i=1

αj,i +
m∏

i=1

α′
j,i

)2

·
R∏

j=1+R/2

( m∏

i=1

αj,i +
m∏

i=1

α′
j,i

)2

= r2n−1CR
(
y, fn−ℓ(0), fn−1(∞), f(∞)

)
· r2n−1CR

(
− y, fn−ℓ(0), fn−1(∞), f(∞)

)

=

[
r2n−1 ·

(
fn−1(∞)− f(∞)

fn−ℓ(0)− f(∞)

)]2
·
(

(y − fn−ℓ(0))(−y − fn−ℓ(0))

(y − fn−1(∞))(−y − fn−1(∞))

)

= r2n ·
y2 − fn−ℓ(0)2

y2 − fn−1(∞)2
= r2n · CR

(
x, fn−ℓ+1(0), fn(∞), f(∞)

)
,
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where the second equality is by the inductive hypothesis, the fourth is by the definition of
rn, and the fifth is by equation (17) and the fact that f(y) = x. �

We are now prepared to prove our second main result, Theorem 1.3, which we restate
below in expanded form as Theorem 6.5. As we have assumed throughout this section, recall
that K is a field of characteristic different from 2, that f ∈ K(z) is a rational function of
degree 2 with critical points ξ1, ξ2 ∈ P1(K), and that δ ∈ K× is the discriminant of the

minimal polynomial of ξ1 over K. We also define the quantities κn ∈ L := K(
√
δ) as in

Definition 6.1.
For any integer n ≥ 0, recall from Definition 2.4 that Mℓ,n and M̃ℓ,n are the quotients

of the groups Mℓ and M̃ℓ formed by restricting to the subtree Tn. For ease of notation in

stating Theorem 6.5 below, we will also sometimes denote as Mℓ itself as Mℓ,∞, and M̃ℓ as

M̃ℓ,∞. As in Section 2.3, we have

Mℓ,n = M̃ℓ,n = Aut(Tn) for n ≤ ℓ− 1, and [M̃ℓ,n :Mℓ,n] = 2 for n ≥ ℓ.

As always, recall that when we say that two groups acting on a tree are isomorphic, we mean
that the isomorphism is equivariant with respect to the action.

Theorem 6.5. With notation and assumptions as stated just above, let N be either ∞ or a
positive integer.

(1) If δ is a square in K, then the following are equivalent:
(a) No finite product κi1 · · ·κim (for integers 1 ≤ i1 < · · · < im ≤ N and m ≥ 1) is

a square in K.
(b) GN

∼=Mℓ,N .
(2) If δ is not a square in K, then κℓδ is a square in K. In addition, if N ≥ ℓ, then the

following are equivalent:
(a) The only finite product κi1 · · ·κim (for integers 1 ≤ i1 < · · · < im ≤ N and

m ≥ 1) that is a square in L is the single element κℓ.

(b) GN
∼= M̃ℓ,N .

On the other hand, still assuming δ is not a square in K, if instead 1 ≤ N ≤ ℓ− 1,
then the following are equivalent:
(a) No finite product κi1 · · ·κim (for integers 1 ≤ i1 < · · · < im ≤ N and m ≥ 1) is

a square in K.

(b) GN
∼= M̃ℓ,N .

Proof. If either of the critical points ξi lies in f−n(x0) for some n ≥ 1, then Definition 6.1
yields κn = 0, forcing each of conditions (1a) and (2a) to be false. At the same time,
two nodes at level n of the tree must both correspond to ξi, and hence any σ ∈ G∞ must
act in exactly the same way on the subtrees rooted at those two nodes. Since there are
elements of Mℓ that act differently on any two such subtrees, it follows that both versions of
statement (b) are also false.

Thus, we may assume for the remainder of the proof that x0 does not lie in the forward
orbit of either f(ξ1) or f(ξ2). In addition, as noted just before Definition 6.1, by switching
their roles if necessary, we may further assume that ξ2 is not in the forward orbit of ξ1.

Case 1. If δ is a square in K, then ξ1, ξ2 ∈ P1(K) are K-rational. Hence, there is a
linear fractional transformation ν ∈ PGL(2, K) such that ν(0) = ξ1 and ν(∞) = ξ2. By
Proposition 6.2, changing coordinates by ν does not affect condition (a) of statement (1)
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of the theorem. In addition, as noted at the start of the proof of that proposition, the
discriminant of the conjugate ν ◦f ◦ν−1 is δ times a square in K, and hence is itself a square
in K. Furthermore, this K-rational coordinate change does not change the field extensions
Kn or K∞, and hence it also does not change the Galois groups Gn or G∞ or their action on
the tree of preimages. Thus, condition (b) is also unaffected by this coordinate change.

Therefore, we may assume without loss of generality that ξ1 = 0 and ξ2 =∞. Then f(z) is
a function of z2. Moreover, the fact that the critical points collide implies that f cannot be a
polynomial. Thus, we have f(z) = (Az2+B)/(z2+C) as in equation (16), with AC−B 6= 0.
(This last condition is because deg(f) = 2, and hence there is no cancellation.)

According to Theorem 1.2, we may label the tree so that G∞ is a subgroup of Mℓ, since
we have assumed that δ is a square in K.

Claim: For each integer n ≥ 1, the quantity κn ∈ K is a square in Kn.

To prove the claim, first consider 1 ≤ n ≤ ℓ− 1. Then the discriminant ∆(Hn) = κn is a
square in Kn, because all of the roots of Hn are defined over Kn.

Next, consider n ≥ ℓ+ 1. Then

κn = CR
(
x0, f

n−ℓ+1(ξ1), f
n(ξ2), f(ξ2)

)
= CR

(
x0, f

n−ℓ+1(0), fn(∞), f(∞)
)

is a square in Kn by Lemma 6.4. Indeed, with x := x0 in that lemma, the points αj,i and
α′
j,i lie in f−n(x0), and rn ∈ K× ⊆ K×

n . Thus, the conclusion of the lemma yields that κn is
the square of an explicit element of Kn.

The remaining possibility is that n = ℓ. Then the quantity qℓ−1 ∈ K of Lemma 6.3 is a
square in K times

f(∞)− f ℓ−1(∞)

f(∞)− f ℓ−1(0)
=
f(ξ2)− f ℓ−1(ξ2)

f(ξ2)− f ℓ−1(ξ1)

if ℓ ≥ 3, or times
−4C = ∆(−X2 − CY 2)) = ∆(θ2P − η2Q)

if ℓ = 2, since (η2, θ2) = (1, 0) and Q(X, Y ) = X2 + CY 2. Thus, according to Lemma 6.3
and Definition 6.1, it follows that κn is a square in Kn, proving our claim.

1(a)⇒1(b): For this implication, since G∞
∼= lim←−Gn, it suffices to show that Gn

∼= Mℓ,n

for each integer 0 ≤ n ≤ N . We proceed by induction on n. The desired isomorphism holds
trivially for n = 0.

For arbitrary 1 ≤ n ≤ N , assume Gn−1
∼= Mℓ,n−1. By Theorem 5.5, the abelianization

Gab

n−1 of Gn−1 is isomorphic to {±1}n−1. By our claim, for each i = 1, . . . , n−1, the quantity
κi is a square in Ki ⊆ Kn−1. If κn were also a square in Kn−1, then we would have

L′
n := K(

√
κ1, . . . ,

√
κn) ⊆ Kn−1.

However, it follows from condition 1(a) that Gal(L′
n/K) ∼= {±1}n, which is a strictly larger

abelian group than the abelianization Gab

n−1
∼= {±1}n−1. This is a contradiction, since

K ⊆ L′
n ⊆ Kn−1 and L′

n/K is an abelian extension.
Thus, it must be that κn is not a square in Kn−1. Again by our claim, we have

√
κn ∈ Kn,

so there exists
σn ∈ Gal(Kn/Kn−1) with σn(

√
κn) = −

√
κn.

That is, σn acts trivially on the subtree Tn−1, but it sends
√
κn to its negative.

If n ≤ ℓ−1, then since κn = ∆(Hn), we must have sgnn(σn, x0) = −1. By Proposition 5.3,
we have Gn

∼= Aut(Tn) =Mℓ,n, as desired.
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If n = ℓ, then writing

f−n(x0) = {±α1, . . . ,±αm} ∪ {±α′
1, . . . ,±α′

m}
as in Lemma 6.3, we have that

πn :=

m∏

i=1

αi +

m∏

i=1

α′
i ∈ Kn

is
√
κn times an element of K× ⊆ K×

n−1. Thus, we must have σn(πn) = −πn. Since σn fixes
each node f(αi) and f(α′

i) at level n − 1, it follows that σn acts as an odd permutation of
both {±α1, . . . ,±αm} and {±α′

1, . . . ,±α′
m}. That is, σn is an (ℓ, ℓ)-odd cousins map. By

Theorem 5.4, we again have Gn
∼=Mℓ,n.

Finally, if n ≥ ℓ+ 1, then writing

f−n(x0) =
R⋃

j=1

(
{±αj,1, . . . ,±αj,m} ∪ {±α′

j,1, . . . ,±α′
j,m}

)

as in Lemma 6.4, we have that

πn :=

R∏

j=1

( m∏

i=1

αj,i +

m∏

i=1

α′
j,i

)
∈ Kn

is
√
κn times an element of K× ⊆ K×

n−1. Thus, we again have σn(πn) = −πn, while σn also
fixes each node f(αj,i) and f(α′

j,i) at level n− 1. Hence, for an odd number of indices j, σn
acts as an odd permutation of both {±αj,1, . . . ,±αj,m} and {±α′

j,1, . . . ,±α′
j,m}. That is, σn

is an (ℓ, n)-odd cousins map, and therefore by Theorem 5.4, we conclude that Gn
∼= Mℓ,n,

completing our induction.

1(b)⇒1(a): We prove the contrapositive of this implication. Consider a product κi1 · · ·κim
that is a square in K, with 1 ≤ i1 < · · · < im ≤ N and m ≥ 1. Without loss, assume n := im
is the smallest index for which such a product exists.

Because no nonempty product of κi’s with i < n is a square in K, the argument from the
previous implication shows that Gn−1

∼= Mℓ,n−1. By the claim within that implication, each
κi is a square in K×

i ⊆ K×
n−1. That is, we have

L′
n−1 := K(

√
κ1, . . . ,

√
κn−1) ⊆ Kn−1.

Since the product κi1 · · ·κim is a square in K× ⊆ K×
n−1, it follows that

(19)
√
κn =

√
κim ∈ L′

n−1 ⊆ Kn−1.

If n ≤ ℓ − 1, then κn = ∆(Hn). Therefore, equation (19) implies that every σ ∈
Gal(Kn/Kn−1) acts as an even permutation of the nodes at level n of the tree. But
Mℓ,n = Aut(Tn) includes automorphisms that fix all the nodes below level n and yet are
odd at level n. Thus, Gn ( Mℓ,n. In fact, because Mℓ,n is a finite group, it follows that Gn

is not isomorphic to Mℓ,n, even if we were to label the tree differently.
If n ≥ ℓ, then with notation as in the previous implication, we also have that πn is a

square in Kn−1, and hence every σ ∈ Gal(Kn/Kn−1) is an (ℓ, n)-even cousins map. However,
Mℓ,n includes odd cousins maps that fix the nodes below level n. Thus, as in the n ≤ ℓ− 1
case above, it follows that Gn ( Mℓ,n, and hence that Gn is not isomorphic to Mℓ,n.
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Case 2. As in Section 4, we have that κℓδ = ∆(Hℓ)δ is a square in K, by Corollary 3.5,
Theorem 3.6, and Proposition 3.7. Thus, we have proven the first desired statement.

Moreover, if N ≤ ℓ − 1, then M̃ℓ,N = Mℓ,N , and so we are already done by Case 1.
Therefore, we may assume for the remainder of the proof that N ≥ ℓ.

As in Case 1, we have
√

∆(Hℓ) ∈ Kℓ, and hence L = K(
√
δ) ⊆ Kn for every n ≥ ℓ.

Thus, we may define G′
n := Gal(Kn/L) for each integer n ≥ ℓ, and G′

∞ := Gal(K∞/L). By
Theorem 1.2 and Corollary 4.2, the Galois groups Gn and G′

n are equivariantly isomorphic

to subgroups of M̃ℓ,n and Mℓ,n, respectively, for every 1 ≤ n ≤ ∞.

2(a)⇒2(b): Since κℓδ is a square in K but δ is not, condition 2(a) implies that no nontrivial
product κi1 · · ·κim with 1 ≤ i1 < · · · < im ≤ ℓ is a square in K. By the same argument as in

the 1(a)⇒1(b) proof above, it follows that Gℓ
∼= Aut(Tℓ) = M̃ℓ,ℓ.

As noted above, we also have L ⊆ Kℓ. Since [L : K] = 2, it follows that G′
ℓ is a subgroup

of Aut(Tℓ) of index 2. In addition, since κℓ = ∆(Hℓ) is a square in L, every σ ∈ G′
ℓ acts as

an even permutation of the nodes at the ℓ-th level of the tree. Thus, G′
ℓ must be isomorphic

to the set of elements of Aut(Tℓ) that are even at the ℓ-th level; that is, G′
ℓ
∼= Mℓ,ℓ.

Applying the same inductive argument as in the n ≥ ℓ+1 portion of the 1(a)⇒1(b) proof,

it follows that G′
n
∼= Mℓ,n for all 1 ≤ n ≤ N . Thus, Gn is isomorphic to a subgroup of M̃ℓ,n

that contains G′
n
∼= Mℓ,n as a subgroup of index [L : K] = 2. Therefore, Gn is isomorphic to

the whole group M̃ℓ,n for all such n, including n = N .

2(b)⇒2(a): Suppose there is a product κi1 · · ·κim that is a square in K, with

1 ≤ i1 < · · · < im ≤ N and m ≥ 1,

and such that some ij is not ℓ. Thus, even if κℓ appears in the product, we may remove it,
leaving a nontrivial product κi1 · · ·κim that does not include κℓ, and which is not a square
in L.

By Case 1, it must be that G′
N is not isomorphic to Mℓ,N . That is, G′

N is isomorphic to
a proper subgroup of Mℓ,N , so that [Mℓ,N : G′

N ] ≥ 2. Since [GN : G′
N ] = [L : K] = 2, and

[M̃ℓ,N :Mℓ,N ] = 2, it follows that [M̃ℓ,N : GN ] ≥ 2. In particular, GN 6∼= M̃ℓ. �
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