Algorithm to Compute Orbit Zariski Closure in Affine Plane
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Abstract

The article demonstrates the procedure how to compute the Zariski closure of an orbit by
an algebraic action of finitely generated group on the affine plane. First half of the algorithm
is about deciding whether given finitely generated group is contained in an algebraic group.
For the next half, we compute the totality of the invariant subvarieties for a single triangular
automorphism. Then, the computation for the individual generators is applied to compute the

orbit Zariski closure for a finitely generated group.
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1 Introduction

Let us relate the problem of computing the orbit Zariski closure with the classical orbit problem.
When a group G acts on a set X, the orbit problem is the problem to decide whether, given z,y € X,

there exists g € G such that g.z = y, and to compute such g if it exists.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2407.02739v1

As a positive answer towards the orbit problem, there is the Grunewald-Segal Algorithm [GS80,
Algorithm A], which proves the decidability of orbit problem for arithmetic group when the action
of the arithmetic group is induced from its ambient algebraic group. More precisely, suppose
X C Ag is an affine variety defined over Q, G is an algebraic group defined over Q, and p :
G — Autg(X) is a representation of G in the algebraic automorphism group of X over Q. The
representation p need not be an algebraic morphism, and in the cited paper, X, G, p are all assumed
to be “explicitly given”. Suppose I' C G is an arithmetic subgroup which is also “explicitly given”.
Then, the Grunewald-Segal Algorithm proves that the orbit problem is decidable for the induced
representation p : I' = Autg(X).

In comparison with the Grunewald-Segal Algorithm, if we drop the arithmeticity assumption
from T', then we cannot guarantee the decidability of the orbit problem. The counterexample is
provided by Mikhailova [Mih58], where the author proves that there exists a finitely generated
subgroup I' C SL4(Z) for which the the conjugacy problem is undecidable. Thus, there exists a
representation p : I' — Ath(Alﬁ) for which the orbit problem is undecidable.

Restricting the general orbit problem in group theory to the algebraic dynamics, we can ask the

following question:

Suppose a finitely generated group I' acts on an algebraic variety X, i.e. there exists
a representation I' — Autgen(X). For given geometric points z,y € X, decide whether

there exists g € I' such that g.x = y.

The Grunewald-Segal Algorithm [GS80], and the counterexample of Mikhailova [Mih58] respectively
provide the positive and negative answers to special instances of the problem.

Above problem is just as unapproachable as the general orbit problem in group theory is. It is
tempting to make the problem more approachable by relieving the orbit condition. Thus, an “orbit

closure problem” might be suggested:

Orbit Closure Problem: Suppose a finitely generated group I' acts algebraically on
an algebraic variety X, i.e. there exists a representation I' — Autgc,(X). For given

geometric points x,y € X, decide whether y € T.z.

Thus, the computation of an orbit Zariksi closure is to be thought as an “algebraically approximate”
answer towards the orbit problem.

In the introduction of the paper [Wha23], Whang asks whether it is always possible to compute
the orbit Zariski closure of a point under a set of of endormophisms of the algebraic variety. In the
present article, we propose a positive answer towards the simplest nontrivial case when a finitely

generated group acts algebraically on A%.



The main result of the paper is the following theorem (Theorem 6.2):

Theorem 1. Suppose I' — Aut(A%) is a representation of a finitely generated group I'. Let x € A%
be a geometric point. Then, there exist an algorithm to compute the Zariski closure of the orbit I'.x.

Thus, the orbit closure problem is decidable in AZ. (|

We gather relevant results in arithmetic and algebraic dynamics together to elaborate the algo-
rithm. In Section 2, we compute the orbit Zariski closure when I' C Aut(A%) is unbounded in the
degree. The key ingredients are the Blanc-Stampfli’s Theorem [BS15, Theorem 1], and the uniform
orbit bound theorem of Whang [Wha23, Theorem 1.2]. The Blanc-Stampfli’s Theorem implies that
a finitely generated subgroup I' C Aut(A?) with unbounded degree cannot preserve a curve. The
Whang’s Uniform Orbit Bound Theorem gives effective bound for the size of a finite orbit by a
finitely generated group action on an algebraic variety.

Thus, combining these two theorems, we easily obtain the algorithm to compute the orbit Zariski
closure for unbounded T' C Aut(A?). Tt remains to decide whether T is bounded degree or not, then
compute the orbit Zariski closure for the cases when I' is bounded in degree.

The celebrated Jung-van der Kulk Theorem states that the group Aut(AQ) is the amalgamated
product of the following two subgroups [Jun42], [Kul53]:

Aff = {(a117 + a12y + a13, a21 7 + azy + as3) € Aut(A?) : ar1az — arpas # 0},
J={(ax + P(y),by +¢c) € Aut(A?) :a #0,b#0, c€ k, P(y) € k[y]}.

Word length of an element in an amalgamated product group is well-defined. It turns out that
group theoretic notion of length translates well to the notion of degree in the polynomial group
Aut(A?). Serre’s Theorem [SS12, 1.4.3. Theorem 8] on the subgroups of bounded length in an
amalgamated product group translates to the Aut(AQ) via the Jung-van der Kulk Theorem. In the
setting of the polynomial group, the Serre’s Theorem tells that a finitely generated subgroup of
Aut(A?) is of bounded degree if and only if it is conjugate into Aff or J.

In Section 3, we state the criterion to decide whether a finitely generated group in an amalga-
mated is of bounded length or not. The proof of the criterion is elementary and combinatoric. The

criterion (Theorem 3.5) is as follows:

Theorem 2. Suppose G = AxanpB is an amalgamated product and H = (g1, -+ , gn) < G a finitely

generated subgroup. Suppose g1 is the generator with mazimal length, i.e. 1(g1) = max {l(g5)}-
j=1,-,n

Then:



(i) H is conjugate to a subgroup of one of the factors if and only if the generators g1,--- ,gn and
the products g1g; for all j # 1 are bounded elements.

(i1) Suppose that H is conjugate into one of the factors and that l(g1) > 1. Then, g1 has odd length.
Let g1 = ky -+ kosy1 be a reduced expression of g1 where s > 1. Then, (ky---ky) " H(ky---ks) is

contained in one of the factors.
O

Section 4 is devoted to translating the results on general amalgamated product to the setting of
polynomial group Aut(A?). Thus, exploiting the amalgamated product structure of Aut(A?), we

obtain the following subalgorithm of the main algorithm, which is the content of Theorem 4.6:

Theorem 3. Let H < Aut(A?) be a finitely generated subgroup. Then, there exists the algorithm

to decide whether H is conjugate into Aff or J and compute the conjugator if so. ([

Once we have established the conjugacy criterion for finitely generated subgroups in Aut(A?),
we can focus on the computation of the orbit Zariski closure for the finitely generated, bounded
subgroups in Aut(A?). Section 5 is devoted to this computation.

In Section 5, we compute the totality of the invariant subvarieties for given ¢ € J. The com-
putation of possible invariant irreducible curves in A? already appeared in [BS15, Section 4]. In
the present article, we need the totality of the invariant subvarieties whch may not be irreducible.
The information of the totality of the invariant subvarieties is contained in the invariant subvariety
lattice J4 (Definition 5.1), then encoded by the associated equivariant map of ¢ (Definition 5.14).

The approach we take to develop the algorithm is that if we know the totality of the invariant
subvarieties for each ¢1,- -, ¢, € Aut(X), then we can compute the invariant subvarieties of the
finitely generated subgroup (¢1,---,¢,) by theorems relating the invariant subvariety lattices of
each ¢;. The lemma of the spirit is the Lemma 5.3 and Lemma 5.4, which are very simple in the
case of A%, The lemmas serve to complete the main algorithm (Theorem 6.2) in Section 6.

The algorithm can be improved much efficiently in the case when the gerenators are algebraic
elements, i.e. an element which in an image of homomorphism G — Aut(A?) where G is an
algebraic group. The procedure reduces 2-dimensional dynamics to 1-dimensional dynamics and
the 1-dimensional dynamics can be carried out much more efficiently. The optimization is not

considered in the present article, and we focus on the existence of the algorithm.

Notations/Conventions

Throughout the article, k denotes an arbitrary field. An affine space A" is over the field k unless

otherwise mentioned.



By a wvariety over k, we mean a reduced, separated, scheme finite type over k. It doesn’t have
to be irreducible, connected or pure dimensional. Curve means 1-dimensional variety.

An element ¢ € Aut(A"™) is denoted ¢ = (f1,---, fn) where f1,---, fn € K[z1,--- ,2,] to mean

that f1, -, fn are the components of ¢. There are two types of degrees that is used in this article.

] fy— . — . 3 — r __

One is the usual degree deg ¢ := 11;1%xn{deg fi} where deg f = 2131)5{1; ripif f = Zarx =
<i<n r

Z ayz}' -+ -2, The other is the bidegree deg ¢ := (deg f,deg g).

' A subgroup H C Aut(A?) is said to be of bounded degree, if the set {deg ¢ | ¢ € H} is bounded. It
turns out that the boundedness of the degree is equivalent to the boundedness in the amalgamated
product structure of Aut(A?) Proposition 4.5. Hence, we will often simply say that the subgroup
is bounded or unbounded.

The subgroups Aff and J C Aut(A?) denotes the affine linear group and de Jonquieres group

respectively:

Aff = {(a112 + a12y + a13,a217 + a2y + as3) € Aut(A?) : arraz — arzaz # 0},
J={(ax + P(y),by +¢c) € Aut(A?) :a #0,b#0, c€ k, P(y) € k[y]}.

The subgroup J,, < J is the subgroup consisting of automorphisms of degree < n, i.e.
Jn :={(az + P(y),by +¢) € J: deg P(y) < n}.

In particular, it is an algebraic group.

For an R-scheme X, the scheme automorphism group of X is denoted Autr(X), and the sub-
script is omitted if the base scheme is clear. For a curve C, Aut(A? C) C Aut(A?) denotes the
subgroup preserving curve C. If X is a surface and B C X a curve, then Bir(X, B) denotes the
group of birational self-maps of X preserving B. If C C X is another curve, then Bir((X, B),C)
denotes the subgroup of Bir(X, B) cousisting of the birational maps that preserve C.

2 When I' C Aut(A?) is Unbounded

In this section, we describe how to compute the orbit Zariski closure given that we know the
finitely generated group I' C Aut(AQ) is unbounded in degree. The algorithm is a simple conse-
quence of the Blanc-Stampfli’s Theorem (Corollary 2.2) and the Whang’s Uniform Orbit Bound
Theorem (Proposition 2.4).

Following is the Blanc-Stampfli’s Theorem:



Proposition 2.1 ([BS15, Theorem 1]). Suppose C C A? is a curve. Then Aut(A?, C) is conjugate
to a subgroup of J or Aff. O

Corollary 2.2. Suppose a finitely generated group T’ acts on A® and preserves a curve. Then T is
of bounded degree in Aut(A?). O

The proof uses the techniques of the affine algebraic geometry; we embed the affine plane A2
into P? and complete the curve C C A% in P?. The completed curve will be denoted by the same
C. Any automorphism in Aut(A?) extends to a birational map Bir(IP?, Bp2) where Bpz denotes
the line at infinity {z = 0}, i.e. Aut(A?) = Bir(P?, Bp). The birational self-maps extending the
morphisms in Aut(A?, C) should preserve all singularities of C' lying on the line at infinity. Then,
it is possible to precisely determine the group Aut(A?,C') = Bir((P?, Bp:),C) by using the theory
of links between the rational ruled surfaces and P?. The theory of links is an instance of Sarksisov
Theory for rational surfaces, which factorizes the birational self-maps of P? as composition of simple
birational maps between the ruled surfaces and P?.

Recall that an ind-variety V is defined as a sequence of closed immersions V; C Vo C V5 C - --
of algebraic varieties, and ind-group is an ind-variety with a compatible group structure [FK18,
Definition 1.1.1]. In view of the invariant theory of ind-groups, Proposition 2.1 can be thought as

a statement that invariant theory of ind-groups is trivial on AZ.

Corollary 2.3. Let I' C Aut(A?) be a finitely generated group. If Zariski closure T is an ind-group

which is not an algebraic group, then the invariant ring by T is k[gc,y]F =k.

Proof. That T is not an algebraic group is equivalent to saying that I' is not of bounded degree. If
there exists some nontrivial invariant f € k[z,y], then the invariant polynomial gives an invariant

curve f =0 in A% and it contradicts Corollary 2.2. O

Proposition 2.4 ([Wha23, Theorem 1.4]). Let S be a finite set of endomorphisms of an algebraic
variety V/Q. There is an algorithm to decide, given x € V(Q), whether or not = is S-periodic. [

Summing up the Blanc-Stampfli’s Theorem (Corollary 2.2) and Whang’s Uniform Bound The-

orem (Proposition 2.4), we compute the orbit Zariski closure for unbounded T" by:

Corollary 2.5. Suppose I' C Aut(A%) is unbounded in degree. Then, given a point p € A*(Q),

there exists an algorithm to compute the orbit Zariski closure of p.

Proof. Since T' preserves no curve in A%, the orbit Zariski closure I'.p cannot be a curve, or else it

contradicts Corollary 2.2. Thus, the dimension of T'.p is either 0 or 2.



By using the algorithm of Proposition 2.4, we can decide whether or not the dimension of I'.p is 0;
if it is periodic if and only if it is O-dimensional. If it is O-dimensional, then I'.p = I'.p has cardinality
less than the bound of Proposition 2.4, and we compute the set I'.p by simply enumerating all its
points.

If T.p is not O-dimensional, then T.p = A% O

3 Conjugacy Problem in Amalgamated Free Product

In this section, I collect some basic facts on amalgamated product and prove a criterion to decide
whether a finitely generated subgroup in the amalgamated product is conjugate to a subgroup of
one of the factors.

For a group G and its subgroups A and B, suppose G has the structure of the amalgamated
free product G = A x4~p B. More precisely, it means that the subgroups A and B of G satisfy the

following isomorphism of groups:
G=AxanpB:=(ac AbeBlab'=1ifa=bin ANDB).

The subgroups A and B are called the factors of the amalgamated product G. In this section,

G is always the amalgamated product over the intersection A xs~p B.

Definition 3.1. For g € G, suppose g = ¢1 - - g» is such that g; and g; 41 lie in different factors
for all 7, and none of g; is contained in the intersection A N B of the factors. Then, the expression

g =0g1- g, is called the reduced expression. ([l

The following proposition states that the reduced expression enjoys a uniqueness property mod-
ulo AN B. T refer the proof to any book on combinatorial group theory, for example [MKS04] or
[LSO1].

Proposition 3.2. [MKS0/4, Corollary 4.4.2] Let g € G — (ANB). Ifg=g1---g- = g} -+ g, are
two distinct reduced expressions of g, then r = s. Moreover, there exist ¢ = 1,¢3,-++ ,¢,, € ANDB
such that g.. = c.g, and gicit1 = cig; fori =1,--- 7 — 1. This implies that g; and g, are in the

same factor for alli=1,--- 1. (|
In virtue of Proposition 3.2, we define the following.

Definition 3.3. Let g € G — (AN B), and suppose g = g1 - - - g, is a reduced expression of g. We
define r as the length of g, denoted by I(g) = r. This definition is well-defined by Proposition 3.2,
independent of the chosen reduced expression of g. If g € AN B, then we set I(g) = 0.



If a subgroup H < G is such that the length of elements in H is bounded, then H is said to be
bounded. If g € G is such that (g) < G is bounded, then g is said to be bounded. O

If we have chosen a fixed set of coset representatives for A N B in A and B respectively, the

uniqueness of Proposition 3.2 can be stated as follows:

Proposition 3.4. [MKS04, Theorem 4.4] Let K4 and Kp denote sets of right coset representatives
for (ANB)\A and (AN B)\B, respectively. Furthermore, suppose the identity 1 belongs to both K4
and Kp. Then, any element g € G possesses a unique reduced expression g = hgy - - gr satisfying

the following conditions:
(i) he ANB,
(ii) each g; belongs to Ka — {1} or Kp — {1} for eachi=1,--- ,r,
(111) g; and g; 1 reside in different factors for eachi=1,--- ,r — 1.
O

The decomposition in the Proposition 3.4 is called the normal form with respect to the chosen
representatives 4 and Kp.

Now, we state the criterion to decide whether a given finitely generated group H < G is conjugate
into one of the factors. The theorem also suggests the method to actually find the conjugator when
factorization problem is decidable in GG. I temporarily postpone the proof until I have introduced

the notion of cyclically reducedness.

Theorem 3.5. Suppose G = A xsnp B is an amalgamated product and H = (g1, - ,gn) <
G a finitely generated subgroup. Suppose g1 is the generator with maximal length, i.e. 1(g1) =

max {l(g9;)}. Then:
j=1n

(i) H is conjugate to a subgroup of one of the factors if and only if the generators g1,--- ,gn and
the products g1g; for all j # 1 are bounded elements.

(i1) Suppose that H is conjugate into one of the factors and that l(g1) > 1. Then, g1 has odd length.
Let g1 = ky -+ kosy1 be a reduced expression of g1 where s > 1. Then, (ky---ky) " H(ky---ks) is

contained in one of the factors.

The theorem is version of Serre’s theorem for finitely generated subgroup.



Proposition 3.6 ([SS12, 1.4.3. Theorem 8.]). Subgroup of G is conjugate to a subgroup of A or B
if and only if it is bounded. In particular, an element g € G is conjugate an element in A or B if

and only it is a bounded element. (Il
Following notion is useful in dealing with conjugacy problem in the amalgamated product.

Definition 3.7. [MKS04, Section 4.2] An element g € G is called cyclically reduced if I(g) <1 or
I(g) is even. These are the elements which start and end with letters from distinct factors. For
g € G, if § € G is conjugate with g and is cyclically reduced, then § is called the cyclically reduced
form of g. O

The proof of the proposition below tells how to deduce the cyclically reduced form of given

g €aqG.
Proposition 3.8 ([MKS04]). Every g € G has a cyclically reduced form.

Proof. Suppose g = g1 -+ g» € G isin its reduced expression but is not cyclically reduced. Therefore,
r > 3, and g1 and g, reside in the same factor, say ¢g1,92 € A — B. One may attempt to obtain
the cyclically reduced form of g by conjugating it with gl_l, ie., gl_lggl = go - Ggr_19rg1. If
grg1 € AN B, then go € B — A while g,q1 € A — B, and g7 'g91 = g2 - gr—1(grg1) is a reduced
expression of length » — 1. Hence, we arrive at the cyclically reduced form of g.

However, if g.g1 € AN B, then the reduced expression is gflgg1 =92 gr—2(9r-19r91), which
has length r» — 2. It is not cyclically reduced unless » — 2 = 1. In that case, we can again conjugate

g1 1gg1 by the first letter and repeat the procedure until we reach the cyclically reduced form. O

Although the cyclically reduced form of g is not unique, the proposition below states that the
length of the cyclically reduced form is uniquely determined. Moreover, if the length of the cyclically
reduced form is greater than 1, then the cyclically reduced form is unique up to cyclic permutation

and conjugation by an element of AN B.
Proposition 3.9 ([MKS04]). Suppose g € G. Let g, g’ be the cyclically reduced forms of g.
(i) If1(g) <1, then I(g') < 1.

(ii) If 1(g) > 2, then I(g) = I(g'). Moreover, g’ is obtained by cyclic permutation of the letters
of g and then conjugation by an element of AN B. More precisely, if g = g1---gr i a reduced

expression of G, then there exists a cyclic permutation o € S, and some h € AN B such that

7 =hgo) - Gorh "



Proof. T will just prove (ii), and the proof of (i) is done by the same argument with a little modifi-
cation of the indices. Since g and g’ are both cyclically reduced forms of g, there exists an element

a € G such that aga™*

=g . For simplicity, assume [(a) = 1, and the general case easily follows by
induction on the length of the conjugator.

Since aga™! = agy ---gra~" is cyclically reduced, either g; or g, is in the same factor with a,
and a cancels out with either the first or the last letter of g. Suppose g, and a are in the same

factor and that [(g,a~') = 0. Denote by g,a~' = h. Then,
aga™t =h7lgegr - grrh

is a reduced expression, which is indeed cyclic permutation of letters of § and conjugation by an
element h € AN B. O

Remark 3.10. (i) Suppose g € G is cyclically reduced and I(g) > 1. Then, it is unbounded since
1(g™) = nl(g), and cannot be conjugated into one of the factors by Proposition 3.6.

(ii) If g € G can be conjugated into one of the factors, then there exists a reduced expression of
the form g = hy---h,gh,'---hy'. Indeed, suppose g = hgh~' be such that I(§) < 1, and let
h = hi---h, be a reduced expression of h. If hy--- hnghrjl .- ~hf1 is not a reduced expression,

then the only possibility is that h, and § are in the same factor, and h,gh,,* is of length < 1. If

Ry hp_1(hnghy Db hit

1"

is still not a reduced expression, then it forces hnghgl € AN B, and l(hn_lhnghglh;il) <1
After merging sufficiently many letters around §, we arrive at the reduced expression of the form
g=h1---hrgh;1---hf1.

Likewise, if the cyclically reduced form of ¢’ € G is ¢} - - - g}, which has length k > 1, then ¢’ has

a reduced expression of the form

g =br-begl - gh1(gkby b1+ b

or g =by-bs_1(bsg})gh - gibs ' - b7 ' depending on which among g} or g}, is in the same factor
with b,.

(iii) Suppose g can be conjugated into one of the factors. Regardless of the chosen reduced ex-

pression of g, the procedure in the proof of Proposition 3.8 leads to an element contained in one

10



of the factors. The procedure terminates at a cyclically reduced form of g and the output of the
procedure can’t have length > 1 or else it is unbounded.
O

Here is a lemma that will be used to prove Theorem 3.5. The lemma states that if a reduces

the length of g1 or g» by conjugation, then it reduces the length of both g; and go.

Lemma 3.11. Suppose g1,92 € G are such that the elements g1 and g2, as well as their product
9192, are each bounded elements. Suppose l(g1) > 1. Let h € G be such that I(h) = 1 and
I(hgih™) < 1(g;) (such h € G exists by Remark 3.10 (ii)). Then:

(i) l(hgih™t) = 1(g1) — 2.
(i) If I(g2) > 1, then l(hgoh™Y) = 1(g2) — 2.

(iii) If I(g2) <1, then (hgoh™') < 1.
Proof. (i) As in Remark 3.10 (ii), write down a reduced expression for g;:
g1 :h1~-~hrﬁh;1~-~hf1 ,r > 1.

Without loss of generality, we may assume that h; € A — B.

Since I(hgih™') < 1(g1), we have hhy € AN B and h € A — B. Thus, the reduced expression of
hglhil is
hgih™" = (hhiho)hs -+ hogihy ' -+ hg ' (hy 'hy th™Y)

which has length [(hgih™') = 1(g1) — 2.

(ii) Write down a reduced expression for gs as in Remark 3.10(ii):
gQZkl...ksﬁk;L..kl—l s> 1.

We should have hy and k; belong to the same factor, i.e. ky € A — B. Suppose the contrary
that k1 € B — A. Then,

9192 = hy - - hrﬁhr_l . ~hf1k1 .. ~ksg_2ks_1 . k;1

is reduced expression and is cyclically reduced, which implies g1g2 is unbounded by (i) of Re-
mark 3.10.

11



We should have hk; € AN B. If not, suppose the contrary that hk; € A — B. Therefore,
hflkl = (hh1)™' - hk1 € A — B too. Then, the reduced expression of hgigah ™' is

hgigoh™' = (hhiha)hs - hogiho b - hy (W Yk ko - - - kogky b ky MRy AT,

Observe that hhihy € B — A while ky *hyt € A — B. Thus, hg1g2h™" is cyclically reduced, and by

Remark 3.10 (i), g1g2 is unbounded, which is contradiction.

In conclusion, hgah ™! has the reduced expression
hgoh™* = (hkiko)ks - - - ksgaky - kg (ks 'y ThTY),

which has length I(hgoh ™) = 1(g2) — 2.

(iii) If go € AN B, then hgoh™' € A and I(hgoh™') < 1.
Suppose l(g2) =1, ie. go € ANB. If go € B — A, then

G192 =hy--- hrﬁhZ1 o hl_lgz

is reduced expression which is cyclically reduced, which is unbounded by Remark 3.10 (i). It

contradicts the assumption that g;¢- is bounded.

Thus, we should have go € A — B. Hence, hgoh™' € A and I(hgoh™') < 1, as desired.
O

Proof of Theorem 3.5. One direction of (i) is obvious. Thus, we start from the assumption that
g1 has the maximal length among the generators, and that both the generators g¢i,---, g, and
the products g192, 9193, - - ,919n are bounded elements. Our goal is to prove that (g1, -+, gn) is
conjugate to a subgroup of either A or B, and that the conjugator is as described in the statement.

If I(g1) = 0, then since g1 has maximal length, it follows that I(g;) = 0 for all j = 1,--- ,n.
Therefore, (g1, - ,g,) C AN B, and we are done.

Suppose I(g1) = 1. If g1 € A— B, the assumption that g1¢2,g193, - - - , g19» are bounded elements
implies that g1, ,gn € A. Thus, (g1, - ,gn) C A, and we are done. In this case, the conjugator
is just the identity.

For the general case {(g1) > 1, we proceed by induction on the maximal length among the
generators. The base case when the maximal length is 1 is already proven. Suppose {(g1) > 1. The
induction hypothesis states that (i) and (ii) is true for sets of generators whose maximal length

among the generators is strictly smaller than (g1).

12



Since g7 is bounded, it admits a reduced expression of the form

gl =1 .-.Csmc‘;l ...Cl_l
as in the Remark 3.10(ii). Thus, I(g1) = 2s+ 1 > 1 is odd, and any reduced expression g; =
ki - - - kas+1 has the same length I(g1) = 2s + 1 (Proposition 3.2).

Since the k; and k241 are in the same factor, conjugating g; by ki ! decreases the length, i.e.
I(ky g1k1) < 1(g1). By Lemma 3.11(i), we have precisely I(k; *g1k1) = 1(g1) — 2. Thus, the reduced

expression of kflglkl should be
ky iy = ko kos—1 (kaskosy1ky ')

(if I(g1) = 3, then ky'g1k1 = koksk; ' which has length 1).
Applying Lemma 3.11 to each pair g192, 9193, - , g19n, We deduce that

Uk gik) < Uk tgiky) < U(gy) forall j =1,--- ,n.

Thus, the conjugated generators ki Yoiky, - ki g,k have strictly smaller maximal length, and
kL Yg1k1 has the maximal length among the conjugated generators. We then apply the induc-
tion hypothesis to conclude, i.e. klekl is conjugate into one of the factors with the conjugator
(kg - kg)™ 1.

O

4 Aut(A?) as an Amalgamated Product of Aff and J

In this section, I use the results of Section 3 to give the criterion for when a finitely generated
subgroup G' C Aut(A?) is conjugate to either Aff or J and compute the conjugator. The treatment
of basic facts about the polynomial automorphism group follows the treatment of [FM89], [Ess00]
and [Fur99)].

Following is a well-known theorem in the theory of polynomial automorphisms:
Theorem 4.1 (Jung-van der Kulk [Jun42] [Kul53]). Aut(A?) is generated by Aff and J. O

As in Blanc-Stampfli’s Theorem, the theory of links provides swift proof of the above theorem
[BS15, Corollary 2.13]. Upon computation of the degrees, it becomes evident that there is no
nontrivial relation between Aff and J. Hence, Aut(A2) = Aff xagngd.

13



Lemma 4.2. [Ess00, Lemma 5.1.2] Suppose ¢ = Bioy - - - fraq € Aut(A?) is such that B; € J\ Aff

! -1
for 1 <i<l, a; € Af\J for2<i <1 and ay € Aff. Then deg¢ = (Hdegﬁi,Hdegﬁi).
i=1 i=1

Proof. Case when | = 1 is obvious. Proceed by induction and assume the assertion is true for

-1 -2
I — 1, hence that deg (B_1c;_1---a151) = (H deg f3;, Hdegﬁi). Since o € Aff\J is not upper
i=1 i=1

-1
triangular, the y-component of ayf8;_1ca;—1 - - - @181 has degree H deg 8; and the z-component has

=1
-1

1 -1
degree < H deg B;. Thus the bidegree of ¢ = Bja; - - - Bray is degp = (H deg 5;, H deg 3;). O
i=1 i=1 i=1

Corollary 4.3. [Ess00, Corollary 5.1.6] Let ¢ = (¢1, ¢2) € Aut(A?) be such that deg ¢ = (dy,ds).

(i) Aut(A?) is amalgamated product of Aff and J along their intersection and the intersection is

the group of upper triangular affine linear transformations.

(i) dy | day or dy | dy.

(iii) The first letter in reduced expression of ¢ is in J if and only if di > da

(iv) The first letter in reduced expression of ¢ is in Aff if and only if di < da

(If = g1+~ gr is a reduced expression, then the first letter of ¢ is g1.) O
Corollary 4.3 provides an algorithm to compute a reduced expression for elements in Aut(A?).

Proposition 4.4. [Fss00, p. 88/

(i) The set {(z,ax +y) : a € k} U {(y,x)} is coset representatives of Aff /(AffNT). The set
{(x 4+ p(y),y) : p(y) has no linear or constant terms} is coset representatives of J/(Aff NJ).

(i) There exists an algorithm to compute the normal form of an automorphism ¢ € Aut(A?) with

respect to the coset representatives of (i).

Following criterion is brought from [Fur99], [FM89]. For the convenience of the reader, I present
its proof using the formalism of cyclically reduced form. We say that a subgroup of Aut(A?) is of

bounded degree if the degree of its elements is bounded.
Proposition 4.5. [Fur99, Proposition 1.5] Let ¢ € Aut(A?). Then the following are equivalent:

(i) ¢ is conjugate to an element of Aff or J.
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(i) (@) is subgroup of bounded length.

(iii) (o) is subgroup of bounded degree.

(iv) deg¢® < deg¢
(v) For all integer n, deg ¢™ < deg ¢

Proof. The equivalence (i) <= (ii) is Serre’s Theorem (Proposition 3.6).

Note that a conjugate of a subgroup of bounded degree is of bounded degree by the computation
of Lemma 4.2. Indeed, if H is a subgroup of bounded degree, where its elements have a degree less
than some M > 0, then the degree of elements in a conjugate gHg " is less than I(g)?M.

(ii) = (iii): By Serre’s Theorem (Proposition 3.6), that (¢) is of bounded length implies that (¢)
is conjugate to a principal subgroup (¢) which is contained in Aff or J. Such the principal subgroup
is obviously of bounded degree, which implies that (¢) is of bounded degree too.

(iii) = (ii): Suppose (@) is not of bounded length. Then, by Proposition 3.9, ¢ is conjugate to
a cyclically reduced form of even length. Let ¢ ---¢ar (kK > 1) be a reduced expression of the
cyclically reduced form of ¢. By the computation of Lemma 4.2, the degree of the elements in
(¢1 - - - d2i) is unbounded. Thus, the degree of the elements in (¢) is unbounded.

Now, we prove the implications in the order (i) = (v) = (iv) = (i).

(i) = (v): Let ¢ = g1---gqidg; *---g; ' be a reduced expression of ¢ (Remark 3.10 (ii)). Then,
" = g1-- ~glangf1 ---gyt and 1(¢™) < 1(¢). Moreover, some letters around ¢" might merge
together upon taking the reduced expression. Using the computation of Lemma 4.2, we have
deg ¢ < deg¢ for all n > 1.
(v) = (iv): This is obvious.
(iv) = (i): I prove the contrapositive. Suppose ¢ is not conjugate with any elements in Aff UJ.

Write down a reduced expression of ¢ as in Remark 3.10 (ii),

d=g1 g1 Gon—1(P2rgy gt grt L or

d=g1 gr-1(9r01) b2 borg, 97

where ¢ - - - o, is the cyclically reduced form of ¢. Then, the reduced expression of ¢? is

*=g1grd1 - a1 Pok—1(d2rgy gyt rgrt , or
> =91 Gr_1(grd1) P2 Py - - borgy t gyt
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Compare the degree of ¢? with that of ¢ using Lemma 4.2. Observe that all letters from J in the
reduced expression of ¢ are also present in ¢?. However, the letters in the cyclically reduced form

appear as duplicate in the reduced expression of ¢?. Thus, deg ¢* > deg ¢. O

By above proposition, we can simply say that an element ¢ € Aut(AQ) is bounded without
distinguishing whether it refers to the degree or length; it means that the subgroup (¢) is bounded
both in degree and length.

Now, we combine the conjugacy criterions Theorem 3.5 and Proposition 4.5 with the factoriza-

tion algorithm Proposition 4.4 to provide explicit solution to the conjugacy problem in Aut(A?).

Theorem 4.6. Let H < Aut(A?) be a finitely generated subgroup. Then, there exists the algorithm

to decide whether H is conjugate into Aff or J and compute the conjugator if so.

Proof. We describe the algorithm to do this. Let H = (g1, -+, gn) < Aut(A?) be given. If i(g;) < 1
for all i = 1,---n, then the answer to the conjugacy problem is immediate; H is conjugate into one
of the factors if and only if all the generators belong to the same factor, and the conjugator is the
identity.

Suppose at least one of the generators is not of length < 1. Compute reduced expressions and
the lengths of the generators gi,--- , g, using Proposition 4.4. After reindexing, suppose g1 has
maximal length among the generators. Check whether the elements g1, - - - , g, and the products g1 g2
9193, "+ , g1gn are bounded elements. If one of them is not bounded element, then, by Theorem 3.5,
H is not conjugate into one of the factors and the algorithm terminates.

Suppose the elements g1, - - , g, and the products g192, 91,93 - , g1gn are bounded. Then, by
Theorem 3.5, H is conjugate into one of the factors. If g1 = ki - - - ko541 is a reduced expression of

g1, then the conjugator is (k; - - - ks) ™" by Theorem 3.5. O

5 Computation of the Curves Invariant by ¢ € J

The computations of irreducible invariant curves that can occur was already demonstrated
in [BS15, Section 4]. In this section, we compute the totality of the invariant subvarieties (not
necessarily irreducible) in A? which are invariant under a given ¢ € J, and our demonstration is
aimed towards developing the orbit Zariski closure computation algorithm.

To compute the orbit Zariski closure with respect to a finitely generated group, we need means
to derive the invariant of several maps from the information of the invariant of each map. It is done
by obtaining the totality of the invariant subvarieties for given ¢ € J, then interwining the maps

using the equivariance criterion (Lemma 5.3, Lemma 5.4).
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The byproduct of the computations is the case-by-case proof of the fact that all torsion elements
in Aut(A?) are affine linear transform after a coordinate change. In particular, we precisely identify
which elements are the torsion elements in Aut(A?).

In this section, we assume that the base field k is algebraically closed and characteristic 0. While
our focus in this paper remains on characteristic 0, I am sure that the argument could be readily
extended to positive characteristic with little effort.

For the clarity of the presentation, we introduce the concept of invariant subvariety lattice. In
this paper, a variety may not be an irreducible scheme. Check the notations and conventions in

the introduction (Section 1).

Definition 5.1. Let GG be a group acting algebraically on a variety X. The invariant subvariety
lattice J of X by G is

Jg :={Y C X :Y is G-invariant closed subvariety of X},
Jgz:={Y C X :Y is G-invariant closed subvariety of X and z € Y},
Ja,z :={Y C X :Y is G-invariant closed subvariety of X and Z C Y'}.

For a lattice J of subvarieties in X, the support of the lattice J is

SuppJ = U Y.
YeEJa,x
Y#£X

For a lattice J of subvarieties of X, if a subset Z C J is such that every element in J, except A2

is a union of elements in Z, then we say that Z generates J. ]

Remark 5.2. (i) Thus defined J¢ , is indeed a lattice since J¢  is closed under finite intersections
and finite unions. The least element of Jg . is the orbit Zariski closure of by G. The greatest

element of Jg , is the whole X.

The invariant subvariety lattice Jg is also a lattice with the least element as the empty set ()

and the largest element X.
(ii) The 0-dimensional elements in the J¢ are precisely the torsion points of G.

(iii) If G = (g1, ,gr), then Jg 4 is the intersection of lattices:
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O

The goal of this section is to compute J4 when ¢ € J. We do so by explicitly describing the
set of generators to the lattice J4, which consists of fibers to a ¢-equivariant map, and a curve
transversal to the fibers. The computations of the invariant subvariety lattices Jg is then used in
Section 6 to compute the orbit Zariski closures for finitely generated groups in Aut(A?).

Before going into the computations, we first clarify what it means to be equivariant. To deal
with several automorphisms and their invariant subvariety lattice, we need the following lemmas
about the equivariance. The lemma says that the global equivariance is equivalent to equivariance

on just one point, and that the set-theoretic equivariance is equivalent to algebraic equivariance.

Lemma 5.3. Let m € K[z, y] be a nonconstant polynomial such that general fibers are irreducible
and reduced thought as a morphism 7 : A> — A'. Let ¢ € Aut(A?) be an automorphism. Then, the

following are equivalent (the fibers are scheme-theoretic):

(i) There exists an automorphism ¢ € Aut(A') such that mo ¢ = o .
(i1) ¢"m € K[m] is a degree 1 polynomial in .

(iti) For all p € A%, it holds ¢(n ' (n(p))) = 7~ (m(¢(p)))-

(iv) There exists p € A? such that = *(m(p)) is irreducible and reduced, and ¢(v~'(n(p))) =

7 (m(6(p)))-

Proof. (i) = (ii): The condition (i) says that ¢*7 = ¢(r) € k[r] where ¢ € Aut(A') is thought as
a degree 1 polynomial in one variable.

(i) = (i): The condition (ii) says that ¢* restricts to k-algebra automorphism of k[n] C k[z, y].
The k-algebra automorphism gives the automorphism of Spec k] & A which commutes as in the
condition (i).

(i) = (iii) : This is set-theoretically obvious.

(iii) = (iv) : Obvious.

(iv) = (ii): Denote as 7(p) = t1, 7(¢(p)) = t2 € A'. Then, the condition (iv) says that ¢ restricts
to isomorphism of curves ¢ : V(r —t1) = V(7 — to) C A% Hence, ¢*m — t; is generator of the
principal ideal (7 —t2) C k[z,y], and there exists a constant s € k* such that ¢*7 —t1 = s(7 — t2),

which is the desired conclusion. O

We need the version of above lemma for a rational map into projective line. In this case, we

need to two equivariant points compared to the affine case.
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Lemma 5.4. Let 7 € k(z,y) be a rational function such that general fibers are irreducible and
reduced thought as a rational map m : A* ——» P'. Let ¢ € Aut(A?) be an automorphism such that
the domain of definition dom(w) is ¢-invariant. Then, the following are equivalent (™ *(p) is the

strict transform of the rational map):
(i) There exists a projective automorphism ¢ € Aut(A?) such that mo ¢ = o .
(ii) ¢*m € k(m) is a linear fractional transform of .

(iii) For all p € dom(r), it holds ¢(7~*(n(p))) = 7 (7 (d(p))).

(iv) There exists p, ¢ € dom(7) with w(p) # 7(q) such that 7~ (7(p)) and 7~ (7 (q)) are irreducible
and reduced, $(n~" (n(p))) = 7~ (m(6(p))), and p(r~"(n(q))) = 7~ (n(¢(q)))

Proof. The equivalence of (i) and (ii) is the same as in Lemma 5.3.
The implications (i) = (iii) = (iv) are obvious. Let us prove the implication (iv) = (ii).
Denote as m = = € k(z,y) where f, g € k[z, y] are relative prime polynomials, which is identified
g

with the rational map into projective line [f : g] : A? --» P!, Denote as m(p) = [t : t2] and
7(q) = [t3 : t4] € PL. Denote as 7(¢(p)) = [s1 : s2] and 7(¢p(q)) = [s3 : s4] € P'. The condition
that (7~ (7(p))) = 7 (7 (d(p))), and ¢(7~*(7(q))) = 7 (7(#(q))) is stated in terms of ideals in
k[z,y] as

(taf +t19) = (520" f +5190"9),  (taf +1t3g) = (549" f + 530"9) .
Since [ty : ta] # [t3 : t4] by the assumption, above equalities of principal ideals imply the equality

of the vector spaces k(f, g) = k(¢* f, ¢*¢). Hence, there exists scalars a1, az, as, as € k such that

o' f=a1f+axg, ¢*g=asf+ag.

Thus, we arrive at the desired conclusion as

*W:wek(ﬁ)_

asm + ag
O

If G C Aut(A?) and f € k(x,y) satisfy the conditions of Lemma 5.3 or Lemma, 5.4, then we will

say that f is G-equivariant.

Notation 5.5. Let J, act on the affine plane A = Speck[z,%] as the polynomial map on the

coordinates. Hence, we have the dual representation of J,, on k[z,y]. Throughout the paper, let us
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fix and clarify the direction from which J,, acts on k[z, y] as dual representation. The de Jonquiéres

group J,, acts on k[z,y] from the right, i.e.
(f.0)(x) = f(é(x)), or equivalently f.¢ = ¢*f for f € k[z,y], ¢ € T .
Throughout the paper, we fix the notation for J,-invariant subspace
Vo = k(Ly,5°% - ,y") C kla,y],

where the angular brackets mean the vector space generators.
Thus, ¢* is nonsingular endomorphism of the vector space V,,. In the matrix notation, the

action of ¢ = (az + apy"™ + an_1y" * +---F+ag,by+c) €l on f=dx+dy" 4+ +dy €V, is

written as:
1 ¢ 2 - " ao
b 2bc nbc™ 1 a4y do
) dy
b2 :
(b*f:(l y y? o y" l‘) . N (1)

b e an_g d,

O b an, J

Thus, the matrix representation defines an anti-homomorphism from J,, to GL, 2 (because J acts

on V,, from right). Throughout the paper, the matriz form of ¢ € J,, will be as above. O

Remark 5.6. Although we are computing only for ¢ € J,, this eventually computes the invariant
curves for Aff too. This is because every element in Aff can be conjugated to an element of

J1 = JNAff. Namely, an element ¢ = (a12+b1y+c1, aax+bay+ca) € Aff has matrix representation

1 C2 C1 dl
w*fz(l y :v) 0 by bi||de
0 as a1 d3

where f = dy +doy +dsz € k(1,y,x). By finding the Jordan canonical form of the lower right 2 x 2

matrix, we can easily conjugate v to an element of J N Aff. O

Following is an elementary diagonalization lemma.
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Lemma 5.7. Let ¢ = (ax + P(y),by + ¢) € J,,. Suppose that b # 1, or (b,c) = (1,0). Then, there
exists a change of coordinate o = (Z,7) € Aut(A?), and a polynomial hi(y) = h1(7) € kly] = k[7]

such that q~5 =aodoa tis
(%, 7) = ("% + na™ *hy(§),b"F) for alln € Z.

Let P(y) = P(j) = Z a;§". Then, the polynomials &, §j, and hy(y) = hi () € k[y] are:
i=0

i Y , if(b,c):(l,O)
y — 1—fb CifbA1
B == hly), where hiy) = h(7) == Y 3 €y = K7
bt
hi(y) =h(@) = (¢ —a)d = Y @i’ €kly] =k[j].
0<i<n
a=b"

Proof. The lemma is the computation of the Jordan canonical form of the vector space endomor-

phism ¢* € Endy(V;,). The polynomials Z, 7, and h;(§) as in the lemma satisfy

hence the lemma. O

The following lemma is used to compute Zariski closure of a subgroup generated by a single
element ¢ € GLg(k). The transcendence of exponential function is a very classical result, but I
couldn’t find the relevant proof in the particular case when the domain is restricted to Z. Thus, we

exhibit the elementary proof of the following.

Lemma 5.8. Suppose that a,b € k* are not roots of unity.
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(i) Suppose that there exist no nonzero integers r1 and ro such that o' = b"™. Then, the subset
{(a™,b™) |n € N} C A? is Zariski dense.

i) The subset {(n,a")|n € N} C A? is Zariski dense.
(ii)

If k = C, then the condition of (i) is simply stated that loga and logb are linearly independent

over Q.

Proof. (i) Suppose there exists a polynomial f(x,y) € k[z, y] such that f(a™,b™) =0 for all n € N.
Then, f(a™,b") = 0 gives the linear dependence relation between the monoid characters n — (a'b?)"
where i, j runs through the monomials z'y’ of polynomial f (x,y). The hypothesis of the statement
guarantees that n +— (a’d’)" are all distinct characters for each monomial z'y? of f. Such the
linear dependence relation contradicts the well known classical result of the linear independence of

monoid characters. Thus, such the polynomial f doesn’t exist.

(ii) Suppose there exists a polynomial f(z,y) € k[z,y] such that f(n,a”) =0 for all n € N. Write
as

F(@,y) = bay @)y + ba,—1(x)y™ " + - bi(2)y + bo(x)
where ds is the y-degree of f, and degbg,(x) = di. The proof is done by induction on the y-degree
da, then secondary induction on the degree dy of the leading coefficient bg, ().

The base case da = 0 is trivial. The base case d2 = 0 asks whether a polynomial f(z) € kz, y]
such that f(n) =0 for all n € N is trivial. Such the polynomial is obviously f = 0.

We proceed inductively, and suppose we have proved that any polynomial f(z,y) such that
deg, f < dz and f(n,a") = 0 for all n € N is trivial. We claim that there does not exist nontrivial
f(z,y) € k[x, y] such that deg, f = da, degba,(z) = 0, and f(n,a") =0 for all n € N.

After dividing by the constant leading coefficient and rewriting the coefficients,
d2—1
flay) =y™+ Y bi(a)y .
j=0
The condition implies that
d2—1

a®2f(n,a") — f(n+1,a"") = Z (a®2bj(n) — a’bj(n +1))a" =0 , foralln€N.
=0
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d2—1

Then, the nontrivial polynomial Z (a®bj(2) —a’b;(x + 1))y’ vanishes on the set {(n,a")|n € N},
j=0

and has y-degree less than ds, contradicting the induction hypothesis. Thus, we have proved the

claim for degbg, () = dy = 0.

Proceed inductively with respect to the degbg,(x) = di, and suppose we have proved that there
does not exist nontrivial polynomial f such that deg, f = d2, degbg,(v) < di and f(n,a") =0
for all n € N. We claim that there does not exists nontrivial polynomial f with deg, f = do,
degbg,(x) = d; and f(n,a™) =0 for all n € N.

Existence of such the polynomial gives a nontrivial relation

do—1
a® f(n,a") — f(n+1,a"") = a® (ba, (n) — ba, (n +1))a®™™ + > (ab;(n) — a’bj(n + 1))a’™ = 0
j=0

for all n € N. Since the leading coefficient of the polynomial

a2 (bay (x) = bay (x +1)y™ + Y (a®b;(x) — a’bj(z + 1))y’
j=0
has degree strictly less than d;, we reach the contradiction against the induction hypothesis. Thus,
we have proved the claim. Conclude by induction.
O

Now, we compute the invariant subvariety lattices for a single ¢ € J. The upshot is that the
invariant subvarieties of a single automorphism of A? falls into one of the three classes described in
Definition 5.14.

Proposition 5.9. Let ¢ = (ax + P(y),by + ¢) € J,, be such that deg P(y) = n. Suppose b=1 and
c# 0. Then, the following are true:

(1) Suppose a = 1. Then, SuppJy = A?%, and 3, is generated by the fibers of the quotient map
&A% = A (2,y) = o — g(y) where degg = n + 1. In particular, 3, contains no 0-dimensional

element, i.e. ¢ has no torsion point.

(i1) Suppose a # 1 is root of unity. Then, Supp J, = A?, and Jo 1s generated by some unions of

the fibers of a ¢-equivariant map T : A2 — AL, Such ¢ has no torsion point.

(1ii) Suppose a is not root of unity. Then, Ty consists of three elements: the empty set 0, a curve

isomorphic to A*, and the whole AZ.
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Proof. (i) Let ¢* act as a linear endomorphism on V,,;1 (see Notation 5.5). As a linear endomor-

phism ¢* —idy, ,, € End(V;,41), it has the matrix representation as

c c ag

0 2¢ (n+1)c" a1
0

(n+ e ay

0 0 0

0 0

Hence, (¢* —id)(k{1,5, - ,y" ™)) = k(1,y,---y"), and there exists g(y) € k[y] which satisfies
degg(y) =n+1and (¢* —id)g(y) = P(y). Thus, introduce the change of coordinates & = x — g(y),
g =y, and let a = (,9) € Aut(A?) be the automorphism of change of coordinate. The new

coordinates satisfy ¢*# = &, ¢*§ = § + ¢, and under the change coordinates, ¢ = aopoa ' is

Since a closed subvariety C' C A? is invariant by ¢ if and only if (C) is invariant by ¢E, we aim

to describe the invariant subvariety lattice of ¢E in the (z,y)-coordinate system.

Let a(p) = (Z0,4o) be a point. Then, the ¢-orbit of a(p) is contained in the Z-coordinate line
T = I, and coordinate line & = Z( contains infinitely many points of the ¢-orbit of a(p). Thus,

the Zariski closure of the ¢-orbit of a(p) is the coordinate line & = Zy.

It is clear that any union of Z-coordinate lines are invariant by QAS Conversely, suppose a(C) is
closed subvariety which is invariant by ¢. For each point a(p) € a(C), a(C) contains the whole
#-coordinate line through the point a(p). If a(C) contains a irreducible component whih is not a
#-coordinate line, then the image #(a(C)) C A is infinite. Hence, a(C) contains infinitely many
#-coordinate lines, which implies a(C) = A%

Concluding, the Z-coordinate lines generate the invariant subvariety lattice of (;3 It is also clear

that ¢E has no torsion points.
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(ii) Inspect the matrix form of ¢* — aidy, € End(V,,):

Thus, arguing as in (i), there exists T = x — h(y) such that ¢*T = aT since a # 1. Let § = y and

a = (Z,7) € Aut(A?) be the automorphism of change of coordinate. Then, ¢ = ao¢poa ' is

Since a closed subvariety C' C A? is invariant by ¢ if and only if (C) is invariant by @, we aim

to describe the invariant subvariety lattice of ¢ in the (Z,7j)-coordinate system.

Let a(p) = (To,7,) be a point. The ¢-orbit of a(p) is contained in the (a)-orbit of the Z-
coordinate line T = Ty (the root of unity a acting as a.{T = Ty} = {T = aTp}), and each irreducible
component of the (a)-orbit of the Z-coordinate line T = T contains infinitely many points of the
¢-orbit of a(p). Thus, Zariski closure of the ¢-orbit of a(p) is the (a)-orbit of the coordinate line

T = XTg.

Union of (a)-orbit of Z-coordinate lines is obviously invariant by ¢. Conversely, suppose a(C)
is a closed subvariety which is invariant by ¢. For each point a(p) € a(C), a(C) contains the
(a)-orbit of the Z-coordinate line through a(p). If a(C') contains a irreducible component which is
not a T-coordinate line, then the image F(a(C)) C A' is infinite. Hence, a(C) contains infinitely

many Z-coordinate lines, which implies a(C) = AZ.

Concluding, the invariant subvariety lattice of ¢ is generated by the (a)-orbits of a Z-coordinate

line. It is also obvious that ¢ has no torsion points.

(iii) We obtain the change of coordinates o and ¢(F,7) = (aT,7 + ¢) as in (ii). Since a closed
subvariety C' C A? is invariant by ¢ if and only if a(C) is invariant by @, we aim to describe the

invariant subvariety lattice of ¢ in the (Z,%)-coordinate system.

A closed subvariety is invariant by ¢ if and only if it is invariant by the Zariski closure of

(¢) C GLa(k). Since a is not root of unity, the Zariski closure of the subgroup (¢) = {EZ (Z,7) =
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(a"Z, 5+ ne)|n € Z} C GLa(k) is

(@) ={1,.1,[@.7) = (WT, T +12) |1 €K*, 12 € k} C GLa(K)

by the Lemma 5.8 (ii).

Since Iz = j@ C 351 ) where 517t = (Z,7 +1), any ¢-invariant closed subvariety is invariant by

@14 Arguing as in (i), any ¢, ,-invariant closed subvariety is a union of Z-coordinate lines.

It is obvious that the line T = 0 is ¢-invariant. If a closed subvariety a(C) contains a point
outside the line Z = 0, then «(C) should contain infinitely many Z-coordinate lines which are the
orbits of the point by ¢, o = (tZ,%) and ¢, , = (%,7 +t). Thus, the only nontrivial ¢-invariant
closed subvariety is the coordinate line T = 0.

O

Following proposition computes the invariant subvariety lattice of ¢ when one of a or b is a root

of unity. The case when none of a or b is root of unity is dealt in Proposition 5.11.

Proposition 5.10. Let ¢ = (ax + P(y),by + ¢) € J,, be such that deg P(y) = n. Ifb # 1, or

(b,c) = (1,0), then let the notations be as in Lemma 5.7. Then, the following are true:
(i) Suppose that a and b are roots of unity, and that hy = 0. Then, ¢ is of finite order.

(11) Suppose that a and b are roots of unity, and that hi # 0. Then, SuppJy = A%, and Jo is
generated by some unions of the y-coordinate lines y = yo, and the torsion points on the lines

hi(y) = 0. A point of A? is torsion point of ¢ if and only if it lies on the lines hi(y) = 0.

(1ii) Suppose a is not root of unity, and b is a root of unity. Then, SuppJs = A%, and Jg is
generated by the curve T = 0, some unions of y-coordinate lines y = yo, and the torsion points on

the curve & = 0. A point of A? is torsion point of ¢ if and only if it lies on the curve & = 0.

(tv) Suppose a is root of unity and b is not root of unity. Then, T is ¢-equivariant, Supp Jy = A?,
and Jg is generated by some unions of the fibers of &, the line § = 0, and torsion points on the line

§=0. A point of A® is torsion point of ¢ if and only if it lies on the line § = 0.

Proof. After applying the change of coordinates of Lemma 5.7, a subvariety C' C A? is invariant by
¢ if and only if a(C) is invariant by ¢. Thus, we aim to compute the invariant subvariety lattice

for ¢ in the (Z,7)-coordinate system.

(i) The change of coordinates of Lemma 5.7 becomes ¢(Z,7) = (a, bj). Since a and b are roots of

unity, ¢ is of finte order.
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(ii) Let a(p) = (Zo,%0) be a point. The description of the ¢-orbit of a(p) is provided by the
Lemma 5.7 that ¢"(a(p)) = (a"Zo + na™ *hy(vo), 0"jo). If a(p) is such that hy(Jo) = 0, then ¢
acts on a(p) by ¢"(a(p)) = (a"Fo,b"jo). Hence, all the points on the j-coordinate lines hy(go) = 0

are torsion points.

Suppose a(p) is such that k1 (go) # 0. By the Lemma 5.7, a(p) is not torsion point of ¢, ¢-orbit
of a(p) is contained in the (b)-orbit of g-coordinate lines § = gy, and each irreducible component
of the (b)-orbit of the line § = §jo contains infinitely many points among the ¢-orbit of a(p). Thus,
the Zariski closure of the ¢-orbit of a/(p) is the (b)-orbit of the j-coordinate line § = go.

The (b)-orbit of the g-coordinate lines is obviously é—invariant. Conversely, suppose the closed
subvariety «(C) is invariant by ¢. For each point a(p) € a(C) which doesn’t lie on the curve
hi(§) = 0, a(C) contains the whole j-coordinate line through a(p) and the (b)-orbit of the line. If
a(C) contains a dimension 1 irreducible component which is not a g-coordinate line, then the image

§(a(C)) C A' is infinite, and (C) contains infinitely many g-coordinate lines. Hence, a(C') = AZ.

Concluding, any ¢-invariant curve is union of the (b)-orbit of g-coordinate lines.

iii) Since b is root of unity while a is not, hi(j) = @; 7" = 0 is an empty sum. Thus, ¢ is
Y Y

0<i<n
a=b"

diagonalized as g?)(i:, 9) = (aZ,by). The Zariski closure of the subgroup <<;3> is semisimple, and we
can analyze the affine GIT quotient to deduce the conclusion. Instead, we stick with the elementary

argument that has use been used until now.

Suppose a(p) = (Zg, Jo) lies on the coordinate line & = 0, i.e. a(p) = (0,7o). Since b is root of

unity, «(p) is torsion point of .

Suppose «a(p) does not lie on the coordinate line & = 0, i.e. &y # 0. Then, ¢-orbit of a(p) is
contained in the (b)-orbit of the g-coordinate line § = §o, and each irreducible component of the
(b)-orbit of the line § = o contains infinitely many points of the ¢-orbit of a(p). Thus, the Zariski
closure of the ¢-orbit of a(p) is the (b)-orbit of the j-coordinate line § = fjo. In particular, a(p) is

not torsion point of ¢.

It is obvious that the (b)-orbit of a g-coordinate line is invariant by q~5 Conversely, suppose
a closed subvariety «(C) contains an irreducible curve which is neither the line £ = 0 nor a g-
coordinate line. Then, the image §(a(C)) C A’ is infinite, and a(C) intersects with infinitely
many y-coordinate lines. Since «(C) doesn’t contain the line £ = 0, the intersection of a(C') and
a g-coordinate line is not on & = 0 for almost all g-coordinate lines. As «(C) contains the orbit

Zariski closure of a point in it, «(C) contains infinitely many g-coordinate lines, which implies that
a(C) = A%
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Conluding, the line Z = 0 and the g-coordinate lines are all the invariant curves for ¢Z as in the

statement.

(iv) This is the same as in (iii) with the role of a and b reversed. Since a is root of unity while b
is not, we have the empty sum ﬁl(g) =0, and ¢ is a diagonal map ¢ = (aZ,by) as in (iii). Simply,

exchange & and ¢ from the proof of (iii), and we have the desired conclusion.
O

Proposition 5.11. Let ¢ = (ax + P(y),by + ¢) € J,, be such that deg P(y) = n. Suppose neither

a nor b are roots of unity. Let the notations be as in Lemma 5.7. Then, the following are true:

(i) Suppose that hy = 0, and that there exist nonzero integers r1 and ro such that a™ = b™. Let
r1,72 be the least such pair, and r1 = ds1, ro = dsa where d = gem(ry,r2). Then, SuppJs = Az,
and Jy is generated by the some unions of the fibers of the ¢-equivariant map AZ - Pl (2, y) =

~s1

7

: 9°%], and the unique fized point & =g = 0.

(ii) Suppose that hy = 0, and that there exist no nonzero integers r1 and ro such that a™ = b"2.
Then, Jy is finite, and is generated by three elements: the curve £ = 0, the line § = 0, and the

unique fized point T =y = 0.

(1ii) Suppose h1 # 0. Then, J, is finite, and is generated by two elements: the line § = 0, and the
unique fized point T =y = 0.

Proof. As was done in Proposition 5.9 and Proposition 5.10, we apply the change of coordinate of

Lemma 5.7, and aim to compute the invariant subvarieties of q~5 in the (Z, §)-coordinate system.

(i) By the assumption that h; = 0, we immediately diagonalize as ¢(Z,§) = (ai, bj). The Zariski

closure of the subgroup (¢) is semisimple, and we can analyze the projective GIT quotient to derive

the conclusion. Instead, we stick with the more elementary argument used until now.
51
Define 7 : A% ——» P! as 7(#,§) = [ : §°2]. Identifying 7 as the rational function Igz on A?,
Y

we have
~ - i.sl asl
O = = T T
S1 ~
where (4 = is the d-th root of unity. Hence, by the Lemma 5.4, 7 is ¢-equivariant, and the

b
action of ¢ on A? descends down to the finite order projective automorphism ([z : y] — [Caz : y]) €

Aut(P').
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The point (0, 0) is obviously a fixed point of ¢. Let a(p) = (Zo, §o) # (0,0). The ¢-orbit of a(p)

is contained in the curves

~S52 ~S1 ~S81 ~S2 __
Y T~ —Zyy- =0,

G i = 5 Cai™ =0,

~S9 ~58 ~81 ~d—1~s9 __
o2t — 2o ¢y~ g7 =0.

The curves are the fibers by 7 of the points in the ¢-orbit of m(a(p)) € P!, and each of the curves
contain infinitely many points among the ¢-orbit of a(p). Thus, Zariski closure of the ¢-orbit of

a(p) is the union of above curves.

Note that all the fibers of 7 are irreducible since si, so are coprime, though a scheme-theoretic

fiber may not be reduced.

The fibers by 7 of the points in the ¢-orbit of a point in P! is obviously ¢-invariant. Conversely,
let a(C) C A% be a closed subvariety which is ¢-invariant. If (0,0) # a(p) € a(C), then a(C)
should contain the Zariski closure of the ¢-orbit of a(p). If a(C) contains a irreducible component
which is not a fiber of 7, then the image 7(a/(C)) C P! is infinite, and 7(a(C)) contains infinitely
many fibers of w. Thus, a(C) = A?.

Concluding, every ¢-invariant curve is a union of some fibers of 7.

(ii) By the assumption that h; = 0, we immediately diagonalize as ¢(i,§) = (a, bjj). Since there

exist no nonzero integers 71, r2 such that a™ = b"2, the Zariski closure of the subgroup (¢) C GLa(k)

is the torus (¢) = (k*)? (Lemma 5.8 (i)).

A closed subvariety is invariant by ¢ if and only if it is invariant by the Zariski closure (k*)? =
(¢) € GLg(k). The point (0,0) is the unique closed orbit of (k*)2. Then, the orbits (k*)2.(1,0) and
(k*)2.(0,1) are the locally closed orbits whose respective closures Z = 0 and 7 are 1-dimensional.
Then, for any point o (p) = (&0, §o) such that Zo # 0, §o # 0, the orbit is (k*)?.a(p) = A2~ {&§ = 0}.

Thus, we have conclusion of the statement.

(iti) The iterates of ¢ is ¢'(&,9) = (a'Z + ia’ " hy1(7),b'y). Since hy # 0, there exists an integer
1 < r < n such that " = a, and ﬁl(g) = a,¢" in the notations of Lemma 5.7. The Zariski closure

of the subgroup (¢) C J,, is

(0) = {Pt,,42(2,9) = (17 + a” artay", t17) | t1 € K*, t2 € k}.

by the Lemma 5.8 (ii). Obviously, the j-coordinate line § = 0 is invariant by the closure ().
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Let a(p) = (%o, Jo) be a such that gy # 0. Applying ¢Z1,t on «(p) for varying ¢t € k, the Zariski
closure of the ¢-orbit of a(p) contains the whole g-coordinate line through a(p). Then, applying
¢Zt,0 on the g-coordinate line through a(p) for varying t € k™, the Zariski closure of the é-orbit of
a(p) should be whole A

Thus, if a closed qz—invariant closed subvariety is not the whole A2, then it is contained in the

line § = 0.
O

Corollary 5.12. Suppose ¢ = (ax + P(y),by + ¢) € J,, where a and b are both roots of unity.
Moreover, assume that b # 1, or that (b,c) = (1,0). If a #1,b,--- ,b", then ¢ is of finite order.

Proof. This is the case (i) of Proposition 5.10. By the assumption that a # 1,b,---,b", we have
hi1 = 0 in the notation of Lemma 5.7. O

Corollary 5.13. Fvery torsion element in Aut(AQ) 18 conjugate to a diagonal map.

Proof. In the amalgamated product, the torsion element is necessarily bounded. If not, the length
increases by each power and it can’t be a torsion element. Thus, the torsion elements in the
amalgamated product are precisely those which are conjugate to a torsion element in the factors.
The case when the automorphism is of finite order is precisely the case (i) of the Proposition 5.10

(all other cases have an infinite orbit). O

We classify the algebraic elements of Aut(A?) by their invariant subvariety lattice. A polynomial
f € K[z, y] is called an A'-bundle projection if all of its fibers are isomorphic to A' when considered

as a morphism f: A% — Al

Definition 5.14. Let ¢ € Aut(A?) be an algebraic element, that is, an element which is conjugate
into Aff or J. Suppose ¢ is not of finite order. Then, we have trichotomy for ¢ according to its

invariant subvariety lattice:

(i) ¢ is of orbit closure fibration type if SuppJ4 = A% and there exists a ¢-equivariant A'-bundle
projection map 7w € k[z, y] such that J, is generated by some unions of the fibers of 7, and, if there

exists, torsion points, and a curve which is isomorphic to A! and transversal to the fibers of 7.

(ii) ¢ is of projective quotient type if Supp T, = A?, and there exists a ¢-equivariant rational map
7w € k(z,y) such that all the fibers of 7, except possibly finitely many fibers, are irreducible and
reduced, and some unions of fibers of 7 together with the fixed point generate J4. In such the case,

7 has a unique base point at the intersection of all the ¢-invariant curves.
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(ili) ¢ is of nonfibration type if Supp J4 # AZ.

Polynomials f1, fo € k[z,y] whose general fibers are irreducible and reduced (thought as mor-
phisms f; : A2 — A') are said to induce equivalent fibrations if f; — fo € k. Tt is equivalent to the
condition that all the fibers of f; and fo coincide, i.e. f; ' (fi(p)) = f3 '(f2(p)) for all p € A%, The
equivalence of the two conditions is proved by arguing as in Lemma 5.3.

Likewise, suppose rational functions g1, g € k(z,) are such that dom(g;) = dom(gz) # A?, and
their general fibers are irreducible and reduced (thought as rational maps g; : A% --» P!). Then,
we say g1 and go induce equivalent fibrations if g1 and go differ by a fractional linear transform. It
is equivalent to the condition that all the fibers of g; and go coincide, i.e. g;*(g1(p)) = g5 *(g2(p))
for all p € dom(g;). The equivalence of the two conditions is proved by arguing as in Lemma 5.4.

We call the ¢-equivariant rational map 7 as in (i) or (ii) the associated equivariant map of .

Suppose automorphisms ¢; and ¢2 have the same type, and are not of nonfibration type. Let

m and 7w be their associated equivariant maps. We say that ¢; and ¢o have equivalent fibrations

if their associated equivariant maps induce equivalent fibrations. O
(i) Orbit closure fibration type: (ii) Projective quotient type:
The dots indicate that all points on the curve There is a unique torsion and fixed point
are torsion points. The arrows on the curve at the intersection of all the invariant curves.

indicate that there are no torsion points on the
curve except on the intersection.

There might exist a unique irreducible invariant
curve transversal to all the fibers.

(iii) Nonfibration type:
At most two irreducible invariant curves
and at most one torsion point which is fixed
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Remark 5.15. (i) The orbit fibration types are (i), (ii) of Proposition 5.9, and the instances of
Proposition 5.10. The projective quotient type is (i) of the Proposition 5.11. The nonfibration types
are (iii) of the Proposition 5.9, and (ii), (iii) of the Proposition 5.11. The associated equivariant maps
are given by taking appropriate coordinate map as in the computations propositions Proposition 5.9,

Proposition 5.10 and Proposition 5.11.

(ii) Suppose ¢ is of orbit closure fibration type while ¢5 is of nonfibration type. Then Jig, 4,y =
Jp, N Ty, is readily computed since Jy, is finite. Simply check whether each element of Jg, is

¢1-invariant.

Now, suppose ¢z is of projective quotient type. Then, T4, 4,y = T, N Ty, is again easily
computed. All elements of the Jg, contains the base point of the associated equivariant map.
However, for a given point, there are most three elements through the point in Jg,. Examining
those elements of Jg, which pass through the unique base point of associate equivariant map of ¢z,

we easily compute Ty, ¢,y = Tp, N Ty,

(iii) Suppose ¢1 and ¢ have the same types and equivalent fibrations. Let m; and mo be the
associated equivariant maps for ¢; and ¢o respectively. Then, m and 72 are (¢1, ¢2)-equivariant

by Lemma 5.3 and Lemma 5.4.

(iv) Suppose ¢ is of finite order. Then, there exists a coordinate change as in Lemma 5.7 such that
a and b are roots of unity. Suppose a and b are primitive s;-th and sa-th roots of unity, respectively.

Then, we have the GIT quotient map
A% — A? ) (¢) = Speck[**, §72].

For a given point, there are infinitely many minimal ¢-invariant curves passing through the point.
For this reason, the automorphisms of finite order will be dealt separately from the non-torsion

elements.

O

6 Computation of Orbit Zariski Closure

In this section, we give an account of the development from Selberg’s Lemma to Whang’s uni-
versal orbit bound theorem. Then, I sum up everthing from previous sections to prove the decid-
ability of algebraic orbit problem in A%. The main ingredients for the proof of decidability are the
Blanc-Stampfli Theorem (Proposition 2.1), the conjugacy problem algorithm in A? (Theorem 4.6)
and the uniform orbit bound theorem of Whang (Proposition 2.4) [Wha23].
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Now, we gather everything from the previous sections together to compute the orbit closure of a

finitely generated group action on A%. We record the following easy lemma to use in Theorem 6.2.

Lemma 6.1. Suppose X C A? is a variety which is of dimension 1 and G C Aut(X) a finitely
generated group. For a given point x € X, there exists an algorithm to compute the orbit Zariski

closure of v € X.

Proof. Using the algorithm of Proposition 2.4, check whether x is periodic with respect to G. If it
is periodic, then we know that the G.z is 0-dimensional and the size of the orbit is smaller than
the bound of Proposition 2.4. Thus, we have computed orbit Zariski closure of x.

Suppose z is not periodic with respect to G. The orbit Zariski closure G.z C X should be of
pure dimension 1 by the transitivity. There exists an irreducible component of X which contains
infinitely many points of G.x, say X; C X. Then, G.z = G.X; which is of pure dimension 1.

Since there are finitely many subvarieties of pure dimension 1, by computing images of the
irreducible components by the generators of G, it is possible to decide all G-invariant subvarieties

of X. The smallest among those containing z is the orbit Zariski closure in question. O

Theorem 6.2. Let G be a finitely generated group G acting algebraically on A%. Then, given a
point p € A? (Q), there exists an algorithm to compute the orbit Zariski closure of p.

Proof. Identify G as finitely generated subgroup of Aut(A?). We demonstrate the algorithm to
compute the orbit Zariski closure G.p, and argue the validity of the algorithm together. Through
the algorithm, for g € Aut(A?) which is in Aff UJ, its type, the associated equivariant map (Defini-
tion 5.14), or the invariant subvariety lattice (Definition 5.1) are calculated using the computations

of Proposition 5.9, Proposition 5.10 and Proposition 5.11.

Step 1. Use Proposition 2.4 to decide whether G.p is 0-dimensional or not. If it is not O-dimensional,
go to Step 2. If G.p is 0-dimensional, we can compute the Zariski closure of G.p after finitely many
computations and terminate. The cardinality of the orbit is less than the universal bound of Propo-

sition 2.4.

Step 2. From this step on, G.p is not 0-dimensional. Use Theorem 4.6 to check whether G is
bounded or not. If G is bounded, go to Step 3. If G is unbounded, then it doesn’t preserve any
curves by Corollary 2.2. Thus, G.p is not 1-dimensional. Conclude that G.p = A? and terminate.

Step 3. From this step on, G.p is not 0-dimensional and G is bounded. Hence, G.p is of pure

dimension 1 by transitivity, or G.p = A2,
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Use Theorem 4.6 to conjugate G into either Aff or J. Replace and denote this conjugation by
the same G = (g1, ,gn). Replace and denote by same p the image of p in the new conjugated
coordinate system. Each g; is an algebraic element and we can decide whether it is torsion or not

(see the proof of Corollary 5.13).

Suppose all g1, , g, are torsion elements. Since it was assumed that G.p is infinite, G is an
infinite linear group. The Schur’s Theorem on the Burnside problem for linear groups ([Sch11]) tells
that an infinite linear group should contain an element of infinite order. Thus, by enumerating the
words in g1, -, gn, we produce an element of infinite order. After adding the element of infinite

order in the generator set of G, we may assume that at least one of g;’s is of infinite order.

Reindex the generators so that g;,- - - , g, are non-torsion, and g,+1, - - - , g, are torsion elements.

Step 4. Check whether there exists a g; (i < r) which is of nonfibration type. If there is no such
gi, go to Step 5. If there is such g;, then SuppJg C SuppJgy, # A% Compute the subvariety
Supp Jg,, set X = SuppJ,,, and then go to Step 8.

Step 5. Check whether some g; and g; have distinct types or inequivalent fibrations for some
i,7 < r (Definition 5.14). If all of them have the same types and equivalent fibrations, go to Step
6. Else, SuppJ C Supp (Jg, NT,,) # A, and we can compute Supp (J,, NTy,) (Remark 5.15
(ii)). Proceed to Step 8 with X = SuppJ,, NJy;.

Step 6. From this step on, assume that all g;,--- , g, have the same types and fibrations. By the
Remark 5.15 (iii), if 7 is an associated equivariant map for one of gy, - , g, then 7 is {(g1,--- , gr)-
equivariant.

If g1,- - , g, are of projective quotient type, go to Step 7. In this step, we deal with the case
when g1, -, g are of orbit closure fibration type with equivalent fibrations.

For each i =1,--- ,r, let L; denote (if it exists) the unique g;-curve transversal to all the fibers

of w (see the diagram below Definition 5.14). If there is no such curve corresponding to g;, then set
Li=0.IfL; =---=L,, then let L = L;. Else, let L = 0.

Step 6-1. Check whether 7 is equivariant by each g41,---,gn (Lemma 5.3). If 7 is equivariant
by all of g,-4+1, -+, gn, then go to Step 6-2.

Suppose otherwise that there exists 7 > r such that g;-‘ﬂ' is not linear in 7. We claim that G.p C
L1Ug;.Ly or G.p = A%. No union of fibers of 7 is invariant by g; since the image 7(g;. 7' (t)) C A'
is infinite for any fiber 771(¢) (Lemma 5.3). Since it was assumed from Step 3 that dim G.p # 0,

following the description of J,4, in Definition 5.14, every invariant subvariety of g; is some union
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k

of fibers of 7 or Ly, and G.p C Ly U U 7 (t;) or G.p = A? where 77 1(t;)’s are some finitely
i=1

many fibers of 7. In fact, here we can take k = 1, as Ly Um ™ *(t;) Un~ *(t2) cannot be g;-invariant

for t1 # to. If it were, then gj.w_l(tl) = gj.ﬂ'_l(tg) = L1, which follows from and contradicts
Lemma 5.3. Thus, we have demonstrated G.p C L; U gj.L1 or Gp=A2%

Find the smallest pure dimension 1 subvariety of L U g;.L; which is G-invariant and contains
p. If such the subvariety exists, then conclude that G.p is the subvariety and terminate. If no such

the subvariety exists, then conclude G.p = A% and terminte.

Step 6-2. Since 7 is (41, , gn)-equivariant, 7 is G-equivariant. By Lemma 5.3, the action of
G on A? descends down to the algebraic action on A' = Speck[n]. Use Proposition 2.4 to decide
whether 7(p) € A! is periodic or not. If 7(p) is periodic, then G.7(p) is effectively computed and
7~ Y(G.7w(p)) is G-invariant. Use Lemma 6.1 on 7~ *(G.7(p)) to conclude and terminate.

If 7(p) is not periodic, then we claim that G.p = L or G.p = A%. If G.p contains a point q outside
L, then G.p contains the whole fiber 7' (7(q)) following the description of J,, from Definition 5.14
and the assumption that dim G.p # 0 from Step 3. Then, G.7 ' (n(q)) is union of infinitely many
fibers of 7. Since G.7~*(7(q)) C G.p, the closure is G.p = AZ.

Following the argument, conclude that G.p = L or A? after examining whether L is G-invariant

and p € L, then terminate.

Step 7. In this step, we deal with the case when ¢, --- , g, are of projective quotient type with

equivalent fibrations. The fiber 7~ (t) denotes the strict transform.

Check whether the unique base point of 7 is fixed by each g,41, - , gn. If the unique base point
of 7 is fixed by all gr4+1,- -, gn, g0 to Step 7-1.

If there exists some g; (j > r) such that g; doesn’t fix the unique base point of 7, denote by
q1,- - ,q the points in the g;-orbit of the base point with ¢; the base point of 7.

Suppose a fiber 771 (t) contains none of gz, - , . Then, gj.w_l(t) doesn’t contain ¢; which is
the base point of 7. Hence, g;.m~*(t) is not a fiber of 7, and the image 7(g;.7~*(¢)) C P* is infinite.
By the description of J4, from Definition 5.14, every invariant subvariety of g; is some union of
fibers of 7, and thus, there exists no nontrivial G-invariant subvariety containing 7 *(t). We have

proved that
l

SuppJg C Supp (J(g, ... 4,y NTy,) C U 7 N r(g)).
i=1

l

Compute X = U 77 (7(¢;)) and go to Step 8.
i=1

35



Step 7-1. Check whether 7 is equivariant by each g41,---,gn (Lemma 5.4). If 7 is equivariant
by all of g,-4+1, -+, gn, then go to Step 7-2.

Otherwise, let J = {j > r |7 is not g;-equivariant}. For each j € J, there exists at most a pair
tj1,tj2 € P! such that the fibers m*(t;1), 7 *(t;2) are irreducible and reduced, and g;.m ' (t;1) =
7 (tj2) (Lemma 5.4). Denote by Z C A? the underlying reduced closed subscheme of the non-
reduced fibers of . From the description of the J,4, provided by Definition 5.14, only union of fibers

of 7 can be nontrivial G-invariant subvariety. Hence,

SuppJe C | (tj) Ur (tj2)) U Z.
jeJ

Compute X = U (77 Y(t;j1) Un (tj2)) U Z, and go to Step 8.
jeJ
Step 7-2. Here, we assume that 7 is G-equivariant. Hence, by Lemma 5.4, the action of G on A?
descends down to action on P'. Check whether 7(p) is G-periodic or not by Proposition 2.4. If it
is not periodic, then G.p contains infinitely many fibers of 7. Conclude G.p = A% and terminate.
If 7(p) is periodic, then G.p C 7 *(G.7(p)), and 7~ *(G.7(p)) is G-invariant. Compute G.p

using Lemma 6.1, then terminate.

Step 8. We have computed a subvariety X C A? such that SuppJg C X from some previous step.
Find the smallest pure dimension 1 subvariety of X which is preserved by all g1, -+ , g,. Since there

are finitely many 1-dimensional subvarieties of X, this can be computed in finitely many steps.

If there is such the 1-dimensional subvariety of X which contains z, then we conclude that G.p
is the subvariety and terminate. If there is no such the 1-dimensional subvariety of X, then we

conclude G.p = A? and terminate.
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