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A CONVERSE OF DYNAMICAL MORDELL–LANG CONJECTURE IN POSITIVE

CHARACTERISTIC

JUNGIN LEE AND GYEONGHYEON NAM

Abstract. In this paper, we prove the converse of the dynamical Mordell–Lang conjecture in positive

characteristic: For every subset S ⊆ N0 which is a union of finitely many arithmetic progressions along

with finitely many p-sets of the form
{

∑m
j=1

cjp
kjnj : nj ∈ N0

}

(cj ∈ Q, kj ∈ N0), there exist a split torus

X = Gk
m defined over K = Fp(t), an endomorphism Φ of X, α ∈ X(K) and a closed subvariety V ⊆ X such

that {n ∈ N0 : Φn(α) ∈ V (K)} = S.

1. Introduction

Throughout the paper, let p be a prime, N be the set of positive integers and N0 := N∪{0}. An arithmetic

progression in N0 is a set of the form {a+ bt : t ∈ N0} for some a, b ∈ N0. We use a convention that a variety

may not be irreducible.

The dynamical Mordell–Lang conjecture predicts that for a quasi-projective variety X defined over a field

K of characteristic 0, an endomorphism Φ of X , a point α ∈ X(K) and a closed subvariety V ⊆ X , the set

of n ∈ N0 such that Φn(α) ∈ V (K) is a finite union of arithmetic progressions in N0. It is one of the central

problems in arithmetic dynamics.

Conjecture 1.1. (Dynamical Mordell–Lang conjecture; [5, Conjecture 1.7]) Let X be a quasi-projective

variety defined over a field K of characteristic 0, Φ be an endomorphism of X , α ∈ X(K) and V ⊆ X be a

closed subvariety. Then the set {n ∈ N0 : Φn(α) ∈ V (K)} is a union of finitely many arithmetic progressions.

We remark that if Conjecture 1.1 holds for K = C, then it holds for every field K of characteristic 0

[2, Proposition 3.1.2.1]. There is extensive literature on various special cases of dynamical Mordell–Lang

conjecture. We provide two significant examples.

Theorem 1.2. Conjecture 1.1 is true for the following cases:

(1) (Bell–Ghioca–Tucker [1, Theorem 1.3]) Φ : X → X is an étale morphism over C,

(2) (Xie [8, Theorem 1], [9, Theorem 1.4]) Φ : A2 → A2 is a morphism over C.

It is natural to ask whether Conjecture 1.1 still holds when K has a positive characteristic. The following

example says that the assumption that K has a characteristic 0 in Conjecture 1.1 is essential.

Example 1.3. ([4, Example 1.2]) Let p be an odd prime, X = G3
m be defined over K = Fp(t), Φ : X → X

be given by Φ(x, y, z) = (tx, (1 + t)y, (1− t)z), α = (1, 1, 1) ∈ X(K) and V ⊂ G3
m be the hyperplane defined

by the equation y + z − 2x = 2. Then {n ∈ N0 : Φn(α) ∈ V (K)} = {pn1 + pn2 : n1, n2 ∈ N0}.

Motivated by the work of Moosa and Scanlon [7, Theorem B], Ghioca and Scanlon proposed a version of

dynamical Mordell–Lang conjecture in positive characteristic.

Conjecture 1.4. (Ghioca–Scanlon; [2, Conjecture 13.2.0.1]) Let K be a field of characteristic p, X be a

quasi-projective variety defined over K, Φ be an endomorphism of X , α ∈ X(K) and V ⊆ X be a closed
1
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subvariety. Then the set {n ∈ N0 : Φn(α) ∈ V (K)} is a union of finitely many arithmetic progressions along

with finitely many p-sets of the form

(1)







m
∑

j=1

cjp
kjnj : nj ∈ N0 for each 1 ≤ j ≤ m







⊂ N0

for some m ∈ N, c1, . . . , cm ∈ Q and k1, . . . , km ∈ N0.

Conjecture 1.4 has been studied by several authors [2, 4, 3, 10]. Notably, it has been proved in [3] when

X = GN
m and V ⊂ GN

m has dimension at most 2 [3, Theorem 1.2], or when X = GN
m and Φ : GN

m → GN
m

is an algebraic group endomorphism such that no iterate of Φ induces a power of Frobenius on a nontrivial

connected algebraic subgroup of GN
m [3, Theorem 1.3].

For a fixed field K of characteristic p, we say S ⊆ N0 is a K-DML set if there are X , V , Φ and α defined

over K as in Conjecture 1.4 such that S = {n ∈ N0 : Φn(α) ∈ V (K)}. For a quasi-projective variety X

defined over K, We say S ⊆ N0 is a K-DML set over X if there are V , Φ and α defined over K such that

S = {n ∈ N0 : Φn(α) ∈ V (K)}. We say S ⊆ N0 is a K-DML set over split torus if it is a K-DML set over

Gk
m for some k ∈ N.

For m ∈ N, c1, . . . , cm ∈ Q \ {0}, k1, . . . , km ∈ N0 and a prime power q = pk, we denote

B(q; c1, . . . , cm; k1, . . . , km) :=







m
∑

j=1

cjq
kjnj : nj ∈ N0 for each 1 ≤ j ≤ m







.

We say a subset S ⊆ N0 is a p-set if S = B(p; c1, . . . , cm; k1, . . . , km) for some m ∈ N, c1, . . . , cm ∈ Q \ {0}

and k1, . . . , km ∈ N0. Note that since we have

B(q; c1, . . . , cm; k1, . . . , km) = B(p; c1, . . . , cm; kk1, . . . , kkm)

for q = pk, the set B(q; c1, . . . , cm; k1, . . . , km) is a p-set if it is a subset of N0. Corvaja, Ghioca, Scanlon

and Zannier [3] proved that a p-set B(q; c1, . . . , cm; k1, . . . , km) is a Fq(t)-DML set over split torus when cj

are small positive integers and kj = 1. (Take un = n in [3, Theorem 1.4]). Note that [3, Theorem 1.4] is a

direct consequence of [3, Proposition 4.2 and 4.3] so we can replace the field K with Fq(t).

Theorem 1.5. ([3, Theorem 1.4]) A p-set B(q; c1, . . . , cm; 1, . . . , 1) is a Fq(t)-DML set over split torus if cj

are positive integers such that
∑m

j=1
cj <

q
2
.

The goal of this paper is to prove the converse of the dynamical Mordell–Lang conjecture in positive

characteristic, i.e., every union of finitely many arithmetic progressions in N0 along with finitely many p-sets

is a K-DML set for some field K of characteristic p. Now we state the main theorem of the paper.

Theorem 1.6. Let S be a subset of N0 which is a union of finitely many arithmetic progressions along with

finitely many p-sets. Then S is a Fp(t)-DML set over split torus.

1.1. Organization. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we reduce the proof of Theorem 1.6 to

a special form (Theorem 3.1) using several lemmas. Section 3 is devoted to the proof of the main theorem.

We prove Theorem 3.1 by dividing each p-set into smaller p-sets to which Theorem 1.5 can be applied and

using lemmas in Section 2.
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2. Reduction of the main theorem

In this section, we provide a reduction of Theorem 1.6 to a simpler problem. From now on, we assume

that K is a field of characteristic p and K 6= F2.

Lemma 2.1. If Si is a K-DML set over Xi for 1 ≤ i ≤ m, then ∪m
i=1Si and ∩m

i=1Si are K-DML sets over

X1 × · · · ×Xm.

Proof. It is enough to prove the lemma for m = 2. Assume that Si = {n ∈ N0 : Φn
i (αi) ∈ Vi(K)} (Vi ⊆ Xi)

is a K-DML set over Xi for i ∈ {1, 2}. Then we have

S1 ∪ S2 = {n ∈ N0 : (Φ1,Φ2)
n(α1, α2) ∈ V (K)}

for V = V1 ×X2 ∪X1 × V2 ⊆ X1 ×X2 (a variety is not assumed to be irreducible) and

S1 ∩ S2 = {n ∈ N0 : (Φ1,Φ2)
n(α1, α2) ∈ V (K)}

for V = V1 × V2 ⊆ X1 ×X2. Thus S1 ∪ S2 and S1 ∩ S2 are K-DML sets over X1 ×X2. �

Lemma 2.2. Every arithmetic progression in N0 is a K-DML set over split torus.

Proof. We prove that an arithmetic progression Ta,b := {a+ bt : t ≥ 0} (a, b ∈ N0) is a K-DML set over split

torus. Since K 6= F2, there exists an element c ∈ K \ {0, 1}.

(1) b = 0 : Let X = Ga+1
m , α = (1, c, . . . , c), V = {(x1, . . . , xa+1) ∈ X : xa+1 = 1} and Φ : X → X be

given by Φ(x1, . . . , xa+1) = (c, x1, . . . , xa). Then we have {n ∈ N0 : Φn(α) ∈ V (K)} = {a} = Ta,0 so

Ta,0 is a K-DML set over X .

(2) b > 0 : Since Ta,b = Ta,0 ∪ Ta+b,b, we may assume that a > 0 by Lemma 2.1. Let X = Ga+b
m ,

α = (c, 1, . . . , 1), V = {(x1, . . . , xa+b) ∈ X : x1 = · · · = xa+b−1 = 1} and Φ : X → X be given by

Φ(x1, . . . , xa, y1, . . . , yb) = (1, x1, . . . , xa−1, y2, . . . , yb, xay1).

Then we have {n ∈ N0 : Φn(α) ∈ V (K)} = Ta,b so Ta,b is a K-DML set over X . �

By Lemma 2.1 and 2.2, it remains to show that every p-set B(p; c1, . . . , cm; k1, . . . , km) is a Fp(t)-DML

set over split torus. The following lemma will be frequently used in the paper. For S ⊆ N0 and m ∈ N, write

mS := {ms : s ∈ S} and m+ S := {m+ s : s ∈ S}.

Lemma 2.3. Let S ⊆ N0 and m ∈ N.

(1) mS is a K-DML set over split torus if and only if S is a K-DML set over split torus.

(2) m+ S is a K-DML set over split torus if and only if S is a K-DML set over split torus.

Proof. (1) Assume that mS is a K-DML set over X = Gk
m. If {n ∈ N0 : Φn(α) ∈ V (K)} = mS, then

{n ∈ N0 : (Φm)n(α) ∈ V (K)} = {n ∈ N0 : mn ∈ mS} = S

so S is also a K-DML set over X = Gk
m. Conversely, assume that S is a K-DML set over X = Gk

m

and {n ∈ N0 : Φn(α) ∈ V (K)} = S. Define X ′ = Xm = Gkm
m , V ′ = V × Xm−1, Φ′ : X ′ → X ′

(Φ′(x1, . . . , xm) = (Φ(xm), x1, . . . , xm−1)) and α′ = (α, . . . , α) ∈ X ′(K). Then

{n ∈ N0 : (Φ′)n(α′) ∈ V ′(K)} ∩ T0,m = mS

so mS is a K-DML set over split torus by Lemma 2.1 and 2.2.
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(2) Assume that m+ S is a K-DML set over X = Gk
m. If {n ∈ N0 : Φn(α) ∈ V (K)} = m+ S, then

{n ∈ N0 : Φn(Φm(α)) ∈ V (K)} = S

so S is also a K-DML set over X = Gk
m. Conversely, assume that S is a K-DML set over X = Gk

m

and {n ∈ N0 : Φn(α) ∈ V (K)} = S. If S = N0, then m+ S = Tm,1 is a K-DML set over split torus.

Now assume that S 6= N0 and choose β ∈ X(K) \ V (K). Define X ′ = X2 = G2k
m , V ′ = X × V ,

Φ′ : X ′ → X ′ (Φ′(x, y) = (Φ(x), x)) and α′ = (α, β) ∈ X ′(K). Then

{n ∈ N0 : (Φ′)n(α′) ∈ V ′(K)} = 1 + S,

so 1 + S is a K-DML set over X ′. Iterating this process, we conclude that m + S is a K-DML set

over split torus. �

By Lemma 2.3(1), we may assume that c1, . . . , cm ∈ Z \ {0}. By Lemma 2.3(2), we may assume that

k1, . . . , km > 0. In addition, since the sum
∑m

j=1
cjp

kjnj is nonnegative for every n1, . . . , nm ∈ N0, we have

cj ∈ N for every j. Now for k := k1 · · · km, we have

B(p; c1, . . . , cm; k1, . . . , km) =
⋃

0≤it≤k/kt−1

for 1≤t≤m

B(p; c1p
k1i1 , . . . , cmpkmim ; k, . . . , k).

3. Proof of Theorem 1.6

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.6. By the reduction arguments in Section 2, it is enough to prove the

following special form of Theorem 1.6.

Theorem 3.1. Every p-set

B(p; c1, . . . , cm; k, . . . , k) = B(q; c1, . . . , cm; 1, . . . , 1)

(cj ∈ N, k ∈ N, q = pk) is a Fp(t)-DML set over split torus.

The key idea of the proof is to divide the p-set B(q; c1, . . . , cm; 1, . . . , 1) into smaller p-sets to which

Theorem 1.5 can be applied.

Lemma 3.2. Let S be a K-DML set over X and L be an extension field of K. Then S is a L-DML set over

XL := X ×K L.

Proof. Assume that {n ∈ N0 : Φn(α) ∈ V (K)} = S for X , V , Φ and α. Then XL := X×K L, VL := V ×K L,

ΦL : XL → XL and α ∈ X(K) ⊆ X(L) = XL(L) satisfies

{n ∈ N0 : Φn
L(α) ∈ VL(L)} = {n ∈ N0 : Φn(α) ∈ V (L) ∩X(K)} = S

since V (L) ∩X(K) = V (K) (cf. [6, Remark 3.31]). �

Corollary 3.3. A p-set B(q; c1, . . . , cm; 1, . . . , 1) is a Fp(t)-DML set over split torus if cj ∈ N and
∑m

j=1
cj <

q
2
.

Proof. B(q; c1, . . . , cm; 1, . . . , 1) is a Fq(t)-DML set over split torus by Theorem 1.5. Since Fp(t) is an exten-

sion field of Fq(t), B(q; c1, . . . , cm; 1, . . . , 1) is a Fp(t)-DML set over split torus by Lemma 3.2. �

The following lemma is an important ingredient in the proof of Theorem 3.1.
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Lemma 3.4. Assume that Theorem 3.1 holds for m = m0. If B(q; c1, . . . , cm0+1; 1, . . . , 1) is a Fp(t)-DML

set over split torus, then B(q; c1, . . . , cm0
, qcm0+1; 1, . . . , 1) is also a Fp(t)-DML set over split torus.

Proof. We have

B(q; c1, . . . , cm0
, qcm0+1; 1, . . . , 1)

=

m0
⋃

i=1

(ci +B(q; c1, . . . , ci−1, ci+1, . . . , cm0
, qcm0+1; 1, . . . , 1)) ∪B(q; qc1, . . . , qcm0+1; 1, . . . , 1)

=

m0
⋃

i=1

(ci +B(q; c1, . . . , ci−1, ci+1, . . . , cm0
, qcm0+1; 1, . . . , 1)) ∪ qB(q; c1, . . . , cm0+1; 1, . . . , 1).

By Lemma 2.3(2) and the assumption that Theorem 3.1 holds for m = m0, each set

ci +B(q; c1, . . . , ci−1, ci+1, . . . , cm0
, qcm0+1; 1, . . . , 1)

is a Fp(t)-DML set over split torus. By Lemma 2.3(1), qB(q; c1, . . . , cm0+1; 1, . . . , 1) is a Fp(t)-DML set over

split torus. Thus B(q; c1, . . . , cm0
, qcm0+1; 1, . . . , 1) is a Fp(t)-DML set over split torus by Lemma 2.1(1). �

Proof of Theorem 3.1. When m = 1, we have

B(q; c1; 1) = c1B(q; 1; 1) = c1B(q2; 1; 1) ∪ qc1B(q2; 1; 1).

The p-set B(q2; 1; 1) is a Fp(t)-DML set over split torus by Corollary 3.3 so B(q; c1; 1) is a Fp(t)-DML set

over split torus by Lemma 2.1 and 2.3(1).

We proceed by induction on m and assume that Theorem 3.1 holds for m− 1 ∈ N. Choose a sufficiently

large k ∈ N such that c1 + · · ·+ cm < q
k
m

2
. Then we have

B(q; c1, . . . , cm; 1, . . . , 1) =
⋃

0≤it≤k−1
for 1≤t≤m

B(qk; c1q
i1 , . . . , cmqim ; 1, . . . , 1)

so it is enough to show each each p-set B(qk; c1q
i1 , . . . , cmqim ; 1, . . . , 1) is a Fp(t)-DML set over split torus.

For imin := min(i1, . . . , im), we have

B(qk; c1q
i1 , . . . , cmqim ; 1, . . . , 1) = qiminB(qk; c1q

i1−imin , . . . , cmqim−imin ; 1, . . . , 1)

so we may assume that min(i1, . . . , im) = 0 by Lemma 2.3(1). Without loss of generality, assume that

k = i0 ≥ i1 ≥ · · · ≥ im = 0.

Since
∑m−1

t=0
(it − it+1) = i0 − im = k, we have max(i0 − i1, . . . , im−1 − im) ≥ k

m . Choose 0 ≤ r ≤ m− 1

such that ir − ir+1 = max(i0 − i1, . . . , im−1 − im) ≥ k
m . Then we have

qk−irB(qk; c1q
i1 , . . . , cmqim ; 1, . . . , 1) = B(qk; c1q

k−ir+i1 , . . . , cmqk−ir+im ; 1, . . . , 1).

By Lemma 2.3(1), the induction hypothesis and Lemma 3.4, the p-set

B(qk; c1q
i1 , . . . , cmqim ; 1, . . . , 1)

is a Fp(t)-DML set over split torus if the p-set

B(qk; c1q
i1−ir , . . . , cr−1q

ir−1−ir , cr, cr+1q
k−ir+ir+1 , . . . , cmqk−ir+im ; 1, . . . , 1)

is a Fp(t)-DML set over split torus. Now we have

c1q
i1−ir + · · ·+ cr−1q

ir−1−ir + cr + cr+1q
k−ir+ir+1 + · · ·+ cmqk−ir+im
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≤ qk−ir+ir+1(c1 + · · ·+ cm)

<qk−
k
m ·

q
k
m

2

=
qk

2

so the p-set B(qk; c1q
i1 , . . . , cmqim ; 1, . . . , 1) is a Fp(t)-DML set over split torus by Corollary 3.3. �
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