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Non-abelian arboreal Galois groups
associated to PCF rational maps

Chifan Leung and Clayton Petsche

ABSTRACT. We prove that arboreal Galois extensions of number fields are
never abelian for post-critically finite rational maps and non-preperiodic
base points. For polynomials, this establishes a new class of known cases
of a conjecture of Andrews-Petsche. Together with a result of Ferraguti-
Ostafe-Zannier, this result implies that counterexamples to the conjecture,
if they exist, are sparse. We also prove an auxiliary result on places of
periodic reduction for rational maps, which may be of independent interest.

1. Introduction

Let K be a number field with algebraic closure K. Let f(x) € K(z) be a

rational map of degree d > 2, viewed as a dynamical system
f:PY(K)— PYK).
Denote by f* = fo---o f the n-fold composition of f with itself. Fix a point
a € PY(K), and for each n > 1, define the n-th inverse image set of the pair
(f,a) by )
f@) = {8 e PYE) | f*(B) = a}.

Assume that « is not an exceptional point for f; this means that the backward
orbit f~*°(a) = Up>of "() of « is an infinite set.

Foreachn > 1, let K,, = K, (f, @) be the field generated over K by f~"(«).
Since f is defined over K and the generators of K,, are f-images of generators
of K, .1, we obtain a tower

K=KiCKiCKyC...
of Galois extensions of K. Define Ko, = K (f, @) = Up>o K, (f, @).
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The Galois group of the extension K. /K acts faithfully on the infinite
rooted tree T, whose vertices are indexed by the points of the infinite backward
orbit f~°°(«). The resulting injective group homomorphism

p:Gal(Kw/K) — Aut(T)

is known as the arboreal Galois representation associated to the pair (f, «).
This construction is well-studied, going back to Odoni ([24], [25], [26], [27])
who was motivated by a problem of elementary number theory on prime di-
visors of recursively defined sequences. Further work has been done by Stoll
[31], Boston-Jones [11], [12], Jones [18], [19], [20], [21], and others. Much of
the work in this area has been in the direction of showing that, in many cases
of interest, the arboreal Galois representation p : Gal(Ky/K) — Aut(T)
is surjective, or at least that its image has finite index in Aut(7,,); see for
example [8, 22} 23].

In the opposite direction of large-image results, it would be interesting to
know precisely when the image of p : Gal(K,/K) — Aut(7T,) is as small
as possible. In the stable case, that is when Gal(K,/K) acts transitively on
f™(«) for all n > 1, this minimality occurs precisely when Gal(K,/K) is
abelian. However, the question of characterizing when Gal(K/K) is abelian
remains interesting even in the absence of a stability hypothesis. In the spe-
cial case that f(z) € KJz| is a polynomial, Andrews-Petsche formulated a
conjectural characterization, as follows.

If f(z),9(z) € K[z] and «, f € K, and if L/K is a field extension, we say
that the pairs (f,a) and (g, 3) are L-conjugate if g = oo fop and a = ()
for some affine automorphism ¢(z) = ax + b € L[x] with a # 0.

CONJECTURE 1 (Andrews-Petsche [1], Ferraguti-Ostafe-Zannier [15]). Let
K be a number field, let f(x) € Klx] be a polynomial of degree d > 2, let
a € K, and assume that o is not an exceptional point for ¢. Then Gal(K/K)
is abelian if and only if the pair (f,a) is K*-conjugate to the pair (g, )
occurring in one of the following two families of examples:

(i) g(z) = 2¢ and B = ¢, a root of unity in K.
(ii) g(z) = +£Ty(z) is the d-th Chebyshev polynomial and B = ¢ + (7,
where ¢ is a oot of unity in K.

REMARK 1. In [1], Andrews-Petsche incorrectly omitted the case of —T,(z)
among abelian arboreal Galois groups; these maps must be included, because
they do give rise to abelian arboreal extensions, but Ty(z) and —Ty(z) are
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not conjugate to each other when d is odd. This error was pointed out and
corrected by Ferraguti-Ostafe-Zannier [15].)

Conjecture [I] remains open, but a number of partial results have been
established, including the following. Recall that a rational map f(z) € K(z)
is said to be postcritically finite, or PCF, if every critical point of f(z) in P'(K)
is preperiodic for f.

(a) Conjecturedhas been proved when f(z) is K-conjugate to a powering
or Chebyshev map; this is due to Andrews-Petsche [1].

(b) Conjecture [1l has been proved when K = Q; this is due to results of
Ostafe [28] and Ferraguti-Ostafe-Zannier [15], in combination with
the Kronecker-Weber theorem. Earlier work of Andrews-Petsche [1]
and Ferraguti-Pagano [16] had established partial results in this di-
rection.

(c) Conjecture [ has been proved when f(z) is not PCF; this is due to
a result of Ferraguti-Ostafe-Zannier [15] stating that Gal(K./K) is
always nonabelian when f(z) is not PCF.

According to Conjecture[I], it is expected that Gal(K«/K) is never abelian
when the base point « is not f-preperiodic. The main result of this paper
confirms this for all PCF rational maps.

THEOREM 1. Let K be a number field, let f(x) € K(x) be a PCF rational
map of degree d > 2, and let o € P1(K) be a non-preperiodic point for f. Then
Gal(K(f,a)/K) is not abelian.

Thus the current state of knowledge of Conjecture [Il may be summarized
in the following table.

f(z) € Klz] f(x) € Klz]
is not PCF is PCF
ac K Known to be true by Known to be true by
is not preperiodic | Ferraguti et al. [15] Theorem [II

Open in general,
but known to be true
in certain cases,
such as those cited
in (a) and (b) above

ae K Known to be true by
is preperiodic Ferraguti et al. [15]

It is therefore now the case that in order the finish the proof of Conjecture
[ or to prove any generalization of this conjecture to rational maps (rather
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than just polynomials), it now suffices to consider only pairs (f, «) in which f
is PCF and « is f-preperiodic.

The proof of Theorem [ relies on the simple principle that when 8 € K
is contained in an abelian extension of K, then for each place v of K, the
completion K, contains either all, or none, of the Gal(/K /K)-conjugates of j3;
partial splitting is impossible in the abelian case (Lemma [7]). If certain other
conditions on the place v are met, this fact can be iterated infinitely many
times along the backward orbit of the base point a to obtain a contradiction
in the case that f is PCF, « is not f-preperiodic, and Gal(K,/K) is abelian.
The proof uses the dynamical equidistribution theorem on Berkovich space
due to Baker-Rumely [4], Chambert-Loir [13], and Favre-Rivera-Letelier [14].
The proof also uses a deep result on attracting cycles in non-Archimedean
dynamics due to Benedetto-Ingram-Jones-Levy [6].

Theorem [Il would be false if the hypothesis that « is not preperiodic were
removed, as the examples (z¢,¢) and (£Ty(z),( + %) show. In terms of our
proof, this hypothesis is used in several places. Since « is not periodic, any
traversal along the backward orbit of o always produces an infinite sequence of
distinct points, which is needed to use the dynamical equidistribution theorem.
Since « is not strictly preperiodic, it is possible to show (Theorem []) that there
exist infinitely many places v at which & is f-periodic over the residue field
F,. Together with the assumption that f is PCF, the hypothesis that « is not
preperiodic is also used crucially to ensure that the forward orbit of a does
not meet the critical locus of f.

Combining the results of Ferraguti-Ostafe-Zannier [15] with Theorem [I] of
this paper, we can conclude that examples of abelian arboreal Galois groups
are sparse. To make this idea more precise we use the following definition.

For a polynomial f(z) € Q[z] and a base point a € Q denote by Q(f, a)
the extension of Q generated by « and the coefficients of f(x). We say that
(f,a) € Q[z] x Q is a potentially abelian arboreal pair if there exists a finite
extension K/Q(f, a) for which Gal(K(f,«)/K) is abelian. Thus potentially
abelian arboreal pairs include (z¢,¢) and (£Ty(x),¢ + %) for roots of unity
¢. Moreover, any Q-conjugate of a potentially abelian arboreal pair is again
potentially abelian.

THEOREM 2. Let d > 2 be an integer. For each T > 1, the set of all
potentially abelian arboreal pairs (f,a) € Qz] x Q with deg(f) = d and
[Q(f, ) : Q] < T is contained in a finite union of Q-conjugacy classes in



NON-ABELIAN ARBOREAL GALOIS GROUPS 5

Since Conjecture [l is known in all cases where Gal(K(f,a)/K) is ex-
pected to be abelian, we may interpret Theorem [2] as implying that counterex-
amples to Conjecture [I if they exist, are sparse.

The authors would like to thank Tom Tucker for helpful discussions.

2. The dynamics of rational maps with good reduction

Let K be a number field, and let v be a non-Archimedean place of K. Fix
any choice of normalized absolute value | - |, associated to v. Let

0, ={zeK,||z], <1}

be the ring of v-adic integers in K,, and let m, € O, be a uniformizer; thus
7,0, is the unique maximal ideal of O,. Let F, = O,/m,O, be the residue
field, and let x — Z denote the reduction map O, — F,. Denote by €, = |m,|,
the absolute value of the uniformizer. Thus |K |, = € is the value group of
the local field K.

Using homogeneous coordinates (z; : x2) on P'(K,), we can identify P! (K,)
with K, U{oc} by the correspondence (« : 1) = a for a € K, and (1 : 0) = co.
The reduction map O, — F, can be extended to a map P'(K,) — P'(F,)
on projective spaces in which, for each x € P!(K,), we select homogenous
coordinates © = (1, x2) with max(|z1|,, [z2|,) = 1, and we define T = (Z1, Z»)
in PY(FF,).

Recall that the projective metric d,(+,) on P1(K,) is defined by

Sz, y) = [21y2 — Tav1 o
’ max(|z1 v, 22|, )max(|yi]v, [y2]o)
where = (21 : 3) and y = (y; : yo) are points in P}(K,). It is well known
that this defines a metric on P!(K,), and that given two points z,y € P(K,),
we have 0 < §,(z,y) < 1, with §,(z,y) < 1if and only if z = y in P}(F,).
For proofs of these facts see [30] § 2.1-2.3. Note also that when x,y € O,, we
have d,(z,y) = d,((z : 1),(y : 1)) = |x — yl,, and thus the projective metric
coincides with the ordinary v-adic metric on v-integral points of K.

For each choice of center ¢ € P!'(K,) and radius r € €%, we denote the
disc of radius 7 about ¢ by D,(c) = {z € PYK,) | d,(z,c) < r}. Letting
¢» = |F,| denote the size of the residue field, it follows from the observations
in the preceding paragraph that P'(K,) is a disjoint union of ¢, + 1 discs of
radius €,, and that these discs are precisely the fibers of the reduction map
PYK,) — PY(F,).

Y
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Let f(x) € K,(x) be a rational map of degree d > 2. We declare that f
has good reduction if f(x) = p(x)/q(x) for polynomials p(z), ¢(x) € O,[x] such
that:

(i) max(degp,degq) = d;
(ii) max(degp,degq) = d, where p(x),G(z) € F,[x] are the polynomials
obtained by reducing modulo 7, the coefficients of p(z) and ¢(x); and

(iii) p(z) and g(z) have no common roots in F,.

In particular, when f has good reduction at v, it induces a well-defined
rational map f(z) € F,(z) of degree d defined over the residue field F,. More-
over, such f(x) is non-expanding in the sense that d,(f(z), f(y)) < d,(z,y) for
all z,y € PY(K,), and the diagram

PY(K,) —— PY(K,)
reduction J/ l reduction

P'(F,) — > PI(F,)
commutes; i.e. f(z) = f(z) in P*(F,) for all # € P}(K). For proofs of these
facts, see [30] Theorems 2.17 and 2.18.
For a rational map with good reduction, the following Lemma describes
the local dynamics at a fixed point over the residue field.

LEMMA 3. Let K be a number field and let v be a non-Archimedean place
of K. Let f(z) € K,(x) be a rational map of degree d > 2 with good reduction,
and let a € K, such that |al, < 1 and f(a) = a in PY(F,).

(a) The map f restricts to a map f: D¢, () = De, ().

(b) For all B € D, (), it holds that |f'(5)], < 1.

(c) If |f'(@)|, < 1 then |f'(B)|, < € for all 6 € D, (a), and D., ()

contains an attracting fixed point of f.
(d) If |f'(a)|l, =1 then f: D, (a) = D, () is surjective.
PROOF.
(a) The assumption f(@) = & means that 6,(f(a),a) < 1, and so actually
that d,(f (), a) < €,; in other words f(«a) € D, («). Since any point in a non-
Archimedean disc can be the center, we then have D, (f(«)) = D, («). Given

any € D, (a), the non-expanding property of maps with good reduction
([30] Theorem 2.17) implies that

du(f(a), f(B)) < du(a, B) < €,
and hence f(Dc,(@)) € De,(f(a)) = De, ().
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(b) Write f(x) = p(z)/q(x) for p(z),q(x) € O,[x] as in the definition of
good reduction. For § € D, (a) we have

[F'(B)lo = 1a(B)p'(B) — p(B)d' (B)lo < 1.
Indeed, f = a and so f(B) = f(a@) = a # oo in P(F,), we deduce that

q(B) # 0 in F,. The first identity in (I follows immediately, and from this
the second part of (I]) follows from the quotient rule and the strong triangle
inequality.

(c) From |f'(a)], < 1, it follows from the quotient rule and |g(c)|, = 1
that f/(a) = 0 in F,. Given any 8 € D, (o) we have 3 = a and hence
f'(B) = f'(a) =0inTF,, so | f'(B8)|, < 1. In particular, | f'(8)], < €.

Fix arbitrary 5,7 € D, («). Then expanding in a power series about v we
have

) p(x) =p(y) + P (@ =) + asl@ —7)* + ...

g(z) =q(y) +d (M@ —7) +ba(@—7)*+ ...
for some a;,b; € O, depending on . That the a; and b; are in O, follows
from the fact that the a; are in fact the coefficients of P(x) = p(x + ) which
is in O, [x] because both 7 and the coefficients of p(z) are in O,; similarly for
the b;.

Substituting x = § in each of the above expansions of p(x) and ¢(x) and
simplifying we have

q(B)a()
where |0], < 1. Using that |¢(7)|, = [¢(8)|, = 1, part (b) of this lemma, and
that | F'(7)|o = [P'(7)4(7) = p(1)¢' (V)]s < €, and |5 = 4|, < €, we obtain

1F(B) = fF(D)lo < €l B = 7lo-

We conclude that the map f : D, (o) — D, («) is a contraction, and the
Banach fixed-point theorem provides a unique attracting fixed point of f in
D, ().

(d) Consider 5 € D, («), and we seck v € D, («) for which f(y) = 5.
Such a v would be a root of F(z) = p(x) — Bq(x) in D, (a), and would exist



8 CHIFAN LEUNG AND CLAYTON PETSCHE

by Hensel’s Lemma, as long as we can check the hypotheses that
|F(a)], < 1, and
(3) / _
[F' ()], = 1.
Since f(a) = a = 3, we have f(a) = % = [ +0 for § € K, with |0], < 1.
Therefore
[F(a)], = [p(a) — Bg(a)], = |0g(a)], < 1
as |q(a)|, = 1; this completes the first part of ([B]). We also have

F'(a) = p'(a) = B¢ ()
=p'(a) — o) "(«
~ (@ - (B9 - 0) ¢
_ el pleldle) g,
By hypothesis, we have |f'(a)|, = [p/(a)q(a) — p(a)d'(a)|, = 1, and this
together with |¢(a)|, = 1 and |0¢' ()|, < |0], < 1 shows that |F'(a)|, = 1 by

the case of equality in the strong triangle inequality, completing the proof of
@) and of the Lemma. O

3. A result on periodic reduction

The following result is needed in the proof of Theorem [, and may also
be of independent interest. Given a rational map f(x) € K(z) and a point
a € PYK), we say that « is strictly preperiodic with respect to f if a is
preperiodic but not periodic.

THEOREM 4. Let K be a number field, let f(x) € K(x) be a rational map
of degree d > 2, and let o € PY(K) be a point which is not strictly preperiodic
for f. Then there exist infinitely many non-Archimedean places v of K at
which f has good reduction and at which & is f-periodic in P'(FF,).

Benedetto-Ghioca-Kurlberg-Tucker [7] have proved a complementary re-
sult, that when o € PY(K) is not f-periodic, then there exist infinitely many
non-Archimedean places v of K at which f has good reduction and at which
@ is not f-periodic in P'(F,).

We offer two proofs of Theorem [l both of which rely ultimately on well-
known results in Diophantine approximation.

Let S be a finite set of places of K including all of the Archimedean places.
Given distinct points z,y € P}(K), we say that the pair {z,y} is S-integral if
T # ¢y in PL(FF,) for all places v of K outside S. If X is any subset of P}(K),
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we say that the set X is S-integral if, for all pairs z, y of distinct points in X,
the pair {z,y} is S-integral.

Thus to say that the set {oo,z} is S-integral is the same thing as saying
that |z|, < 1 for all v ¢ S, which is also equivalent to the statement that x
is an element of the ring Og of S-units in K. To say the set {0, 00, z} is S-
integral is the same as saying that x is an S-unit, in other words that |z|, =1
for all places v ¢ S.

LEMMA 5. Let K be a number field and let X be a finite subset of P1(K).
Then there exists a finite set S of places of K such that X is S-integral.

PROOF. In the special case X = {«a, 00} for a € K, this is just the well
known fact that |a|, < 1 for all but finitely many places v. If X = {«a, 8}
for distinct o, 8 € K, then X is S-integral provided S contains all of the
finitely many non-Archimedean places for which either |af|, > 1, |8], > 1, or
la — 8|, # 1. Finally, for arbitrary finite X = {ay, a9,...,a,}, the result
follows by taking S to be the union of the finite sets of places with respect to
which each of the pairs {«a;, a;} is S-integral. O

LEMMA 6. Let K be a number field, and let S be a finite set of places of
K including all of the Archimedean places. Suppose that {oq, o, a3} is an
S-integral set of three distinct points in PY(K). Then there exist only finitely
many v € PY(K) such that {ay,az,az,v} is S-integral.

ProoF. This is a well-known variation on a standard finiteness result on
S-units. To sketch the proof, after applying a Mobius transformation and
possibly enlarging S, it suffices to show that there are only finitely many
v € K such that {0, 1, 00,7} is S-integral. Each such v leads to a solution
(7,1 =) in S-units to the equation = + y = 1, of which it is well known that
there can only be finitely many; see for example [10], Theorem 5.2.1. O

PROOF OF THEOREM Ml Since « is not strictly preperiodic with respect
to f, either « is periodic or it is not preperiodic at all. If « is f-periodic, then
a is f-periodic in P'(IF,) whenever v is a place at which v has good reduction,
so the result is trivial in this case.

Hence we may now assume that « is not f-preperiodic. Assume that the
desired conclusion of the Theorem is false. Thus there exists a finite set of
places S of K such that, for all places v € S, f has good reduction at v and
@ is not f-periodic in PY(F,).
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For each m > 0 set v, = f™(«). Extend the sequence {a,,} by selecting
a_ g,y € PYK) with f(a_1) = ap = a and f(a_y) = a_;. Let L =
K(a_g,a_1). Let T be the set of all places of L lying above places in S.

Let w be a place of L with w ¢ T and let v be the place of K lying under
w; thus f(x) still has good reduction at w because it has good reduction at v.
Moreover, ay = @ is not periodic in P!(FF,,), because f™(a) = & in P}(F,) is
also valid as an identity in P*(F,), as both f and « are defined over K.

Note that for each individual m > 1 the four points a_s, @_1, &g, @, are
distinct in P*(F,,). Indeed, &y # @, in P!(FF,) because aq is not f-periodic
in PY(F,,). If a_; = ag in P*(F,,), then applying f to both sides would yield
ag = a, in PY(F,), a contradiction because @, is not f-periodic in P*(F,);
thus a_; # ag in P*(F,). Similar reasoning shows that a@_; # a,,, a_» # a@_1,
Q_y # ag, and a_y # @, in PYF,).

As w ¢ T was arbitrary, we have obtained a sequence of distinct points
m = f™(a) in P(L) such that the set of four points {a_s, a_1, ap, oy} is
T-integral; this is a violation of Theorem [6, and the contradiction completes
the proof. O

The following alternate proof of Theorem Ml is slightly simpler than our
first proof, but it is less self-contained in that it relies on Silverman’s theorem
on integral points in orbits. This proof was shown to us by Tom Tucker, and
it is similar in spirit to the argument used in [7] Lemma 4.3.

ALTERNATE PROOF OF THEOREM []. Again we may assume that « is not
f-preperiodic as the result is trivial otherwise. If the desired conclusion is false,
then there exists a finite set of places S of K such that, for all places v € S,
f has good reduction at v and @ is not f-periodic in P*(F,).

Given any point 8 € P*(K) which is not an exceptional point for f, Silver-
man’s integral points in orbits theorem ([29] Theorem 2.2) implies that there
exist at most finitely many n > 1 such that the pair {f"(«), 8} is S-integral.
(The result of [29] is stated in the special case that 8 = oo, but the more
general statement follows trivially from a change of coordinates.) Thus there
exists some n > 1 and some place v ¢ S for which f*(a) = 3 in P(F,). Tak-
ing 3 = a implies that & is f-periodic for some place v ¢ S, a contradiction
of the initial assumption. O

4. The proof of Theorem [1]

The main idea behind the proof of Theorem [I] makes essential use of the
following simple lemma.
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LEMMA 7. Let K be a number field and let F(z) € K|x] be irreducible with
abelian Galois group over K. If v is a place of K and F(x) has a root in K,,
then F(z) splits completely over K,.

PROOF. Suppose that F(x) has a root o in K,, and let L C K, be a
splitting field for F'(z) over K. Since Gal(L/K) is abelian, the extension
K(a)/K is Galois, and because F'(z) is irreducible, this means that F'(z) splits
completely over K(«). As K(«) C K, we obtain that F(z) splits completely
over I,. ]

Next, we briefly review the notions of the canonical height associated to
a rational map, as well as the local equidistriubution of dynamically small
points. Let f(z) € K(x) be a rational map of degree at least 2. The Call-
Silverman canonical height A : P'(K) — R is the unique real valued function
on P!(K) which differs from the ordinary absolute Weil height h : P*(K) — R

by a constant bound, and which satisfies the dynamical relation

(4) hy(f(a)) = deg(f)hys(a)
for all a € P1(K). See Silverman [30] § 3.4 for more background.

For each place v of K, let P! be the projective line over C, in the sense
of Berkovich. In the archimedean case, C, = C and P! = P!(C,) is the usual
Riemann sphere. In the non-Archimedean case, P! is a strictly larger analytic
compactification of the ordinary projective line P!(C,); see Berkovich [9] and
Baker-Rumely [3] for more background on this space.

Given a point o € PY(K) and a place v of K, let [a], be the unit probability
measure on P! which is supported equally on each one of the [K(a) : K]
distinct embeddings of « into P!. In other words,

1
o= R R, 2
where §; denotes the Dirac measure on P! supported at the point ¢. Each
embedding o : K(a) — C, induces an extended embedding o : P}(K(a)) <
P! using projective coordinates and the inclusion P!(C,) < P..

The equidistribution theorem of Baker-Rumely [4], Chambert-Loir [13],
and Favre-Rivera-Letelier [14] states that, given any rational map f(z) € K(z)
of degree at least 2 and any place v of K, there exists a unit Borel measure
fs» on PL which describes the limiting distribution of Gal(K /K)-orbits of
dynamically small points for f. The precise meaning of this last statement is
that, if {a,} is a sequence of distinct points in P'(K) with hf(a,) — 0, then



12 CHIFAN LEUNG AND CLAYTON PETSCHE

[a], = pyp weakly, in the sense that [ pd|ay], — [ @dpy, for all continuous
functions ¢ : P! — R.

The following result, Proposition [ is the main technical step of the proof
of Theorem [II The idea of the proof is that, if Gal(K/K) is abelian and if
there exists a non-Archimedean place of K satisfying certain favorable condi-
tions, then Lemma [7] can be iterated infinitely many times, along a sequence
traversing up the tree of iterated inverse images of the base point «, leading to
a contradiction of the equidistrubtion theorem. The proof also makes essential
use of a deep result of non-Archimedean dynamics due to Benedetto-Ingram-
Jones-Levy [6].

PROPOSITION 8. Let f(x) € K(x) be a PCF rational map of degree d > 2
and let « € K be a non-preperiodic point for f. Let Ko = Ky(f,«) be
the infinite arboreal Galois extension of K associated to the pair (f,«), as
described in § . Suppose that there exists a non-Archimedean place v of K
such that all of the following conditions hold.

(A) The characteristic of F, is > d,

(B) f has good reduction at v,

(C) |lal, <1, and

(D) a is f-periodic in P*(F,).
If f has any periodic critical points in P*(K), denote by M the largest f-period
among all periodic critical points of f. If such point(s) exist, assume that the
place v also satisfies the following condition.

(E) B # ¢ in PY(F,), for all 3 in the first M terms a, f(a), ..., f¥ )

of the forward orbit of o, and all critical points ¢ of f lying in P1(K,).

Then Gal(K«/K) is not abelian.

PROOF. By hypothesis (D), there exists n > 1 such that f*(a) = a in F,.
Since f has good reduction at v, so does f" ([30] Theorem 2.18).

Step 1: We first show that

() [(f") (@)]y = 1.
That |(f") ()], < 1 follows from Lemma [3] (b). Assuming that |(f")'(«)], <
1, we will obtain a contradiction.

First, applying Lemma [ (c), the assumption |(f") (a)], < 1 implies that
there exists an n-periodic point v in D, («) such that [(f™) (7)., < 1; in
particular, v € PY(K,). If (f)'(v) # 0, then since the residue characteristic
of v is > d, it follows that the cycle containing ~ strictly attracts a critical
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orbit by Theorem 1.5 of Benedetto-Ingram-Jones-Levy [6], a contradiction of
the assumption that f is PCF.

Thus we may assume that (f")(y) = 0; by the chain rule this implies
that one of the points v, f(7), f2(7),..., [ *(y) in the cycle containing
is a periodic critical point lying in P'(K,). Letting m denote the minimal
period of this critical point, it follows from the definition of the integer M
that m < M. Thus v has minimal period m as well, so one of the points
Y F), F2(), ..., fM7Y(y) is a critical point, say ¢ = fi(v) is a critical point
for 0 <i < M —1. It follows that in P(FF,), we have ¢ = f(y) = f(a), which
contradicts condition (E) of the hypotheses. The contradiction completes the
proof of ().

Step 2: We turn now to the proof that Gal(K/K) is not abelian. As-
suming that Gal(K . /K) is abelian, we will obtain a contradiction. Lemma [3]
(d) and (Bl) show that f™ restricts to a surjective map

f": De,(a) = D, ().

We may therefore define a sequence {a,,} in D, («) recursively by ag = v and
f™(Qma1) = Qu; in particular o, € K, for all m. Moreover, the points «,, are
distinct, because if «,,y = «,, for m’ < m, then «,, would be periodic. Then
a=ag = f™(a,,) would be periodic, a contradiction.

Let F,,(x) be the minimal polynomial over K of «a,,. The splitting field
of F,,(z) is contained in K, and hence is abelian over K; therefore applying
Lemma [7 the polynomial F,(z) splits completely over K,. It follow that
each m > 0, the measure [«,,], is supported on the compact set P'(K,) of
K ,-rational type I points of the Berkovich projective line P.. By the equidis-
tribution theorem, we have [}, — 17, weakly as m — +o0, and therefore

(6) supp(ps,0) C PH(K,).

But (@) is false by the good reduction hypothesis on v, which implies ([4],
Example 3.24) that uy, is supported at the Gauss point (o1 of P}, which is

not contained in P'(K,). The contradiction proves that Gal(K./K) is not
abelian. O

PrROOF OF THEOREM [Il. Let K be a number field, let f(x) € K(z) be a
PCF rational map of degree d > 2, and let a € P!(K) be a non-preperiodic
point for f. Let K, = K.(f,«) be the infinite arboreal Galois extension of
K associated to the pair (f,a). Without loss of generality we may assume
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that o # oo, because if & = 0o then we may replace f(z) with 1/f(1/x) and
replace a = oo with a = 0.

To show that Gal(K./K) is not abelian, we only need to show that a
non-Archimedean place satisfying the conditions of Proposition [§ can always
be found. It is clear that conditions (A), (B), and (C) hold at all except
finitely many places of K.

Condition (E) does not need to be checked if f has no periodic critical
points in P}(K). Assuming that f does have at least one periodic critical
point in P! (K), we can show that condition (E) also holds at all except finitely
many places. Let L/K be a finite extension with the property that all critical
points of f are L-rational. It follows from Lemma [ that there exists a finite
set of places T of L such that the subset

{critical points of f} U {a, f(a),..., M a)}
of P(L) is T-integral. Observe also that
{critical points of f} N {a, f(a),..., M a)} =0

because f is post critically finite and hence its critical locus does not meet the
orbit of the non-preperiodic point . Letting S denote the set of all places of K
lying below any of the places in 7', we have now demonstrated that condition
(E) holds for all places v of K such that v ¢ S.

Finally, condition (D) holds at infinitely many places of K by Theorem [
completing the proof. O

5. Sparsity of abelian arboreal Galois groups

In this section we prove Theorem

LEMMA 9. Let d > 2 be an integer, let K be a field, and let f(x),g(x) €
K(z) be rational maps of degree d such that g = ¢~ o fo for some automor-
phism ¢ € PGLy(K). Then ¢ is defined over a field extension L/K of degree
[L: K] <dd+1)>.

If f and g are polynomials and ¢(z) = ax +b € K|x] is an affine auto-
morphism, then the stronger bound [L : K| < d*(d + 1)? holds.

PROOF. Let a; € P}(K) be a fixed point of f which is not totally ramified;
such a point always exists by an elementary argument, or one could use [30]
Theorem 1.14. Since «; is not totally ramified we can find a point ap € f~1(ay)
which is distinct from ;. Selecting any a3 € f~(ay), we now have a triple
{ay, ag, a3} of distinct points in P*(K) with directed graph
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063—)062—)0413

under the action of f. Since «; is a root of the degree d+ 1 equation f(z) = z,
we have degree bounds

[K(a): K] <d+1
[K (a1, 00) : K(on)] < d
(K (a1, g, )« K (o, )] < d

from which we deduce that [K(ay,as,a3) @ K] < d*(d +1). Setting 8; =
0 a;), we have [K(B1, 2, 33) : K] < d*(d + 1) as well, as the 3; have the
same directed graph under g as the a; have under f.

Set L = K(ay, az, as, B, B2, B3); thus [L : K] < d*(d+1)%. Since the a; are
distinct and the automorphism ¢ takes {31, 82, 83} in P(L) to {1, az, s} in
PY(L), we can conclude that ¢ is defined over L, as we can express ¢ using
cross-ratios.

Suppose now that f and g are polynomials and that ¢(z) = azx +b € K|[z]
is an affine automorphism. Then we only need distinct points ai, oy € K
such that oy is fixed by f and f(a2) = ay. A similar argument shows that
L = K(ay,as, B, £2) has degree < d?(d + 1)? over K, and ¢ is defined over L
as it takes the triple {00, 51, B2} to {00, a1, as}. O

REMARK 2. We do not know if the bounds described in Lemma [Q are best-
possible. It would be an interesting problem to try to optimize this result, but
we do not pursue this here.

Given polynomials fi(z),..., fm(z) € Q[z] and points ay, ..., o, € Q, we
denote by Q(f1,..., fm,1,...,a,) the number field generated over Q by the
«; and the coefficients of the f;.

Given a pair (f, a) € Q[z]xQ, recall that (f, «) is a potentially abelian arbo-
real pairif there exists a finite extension K /Q( f, ) for which Gal(K(f, a)/K)
is abelian.

PRrROOF OF THEOREM [2l Let d > 2 be an integer. For each T > 0, define
Ar to be the set of all potentially abelian arboreal pairs (f, a) € Q[x] x Q with
deg(f) = d such that [Q(f,a) : Q] < T. We must prove that Az is contained
in a finite union of Q-conjugacy classes in Q[z] x Q.

Let Br be the set of pairs in (f,a) € Q[z] x Q such that
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o deg(f) =d,
o fis PCF,
e « is f-preperiodic,

e [Q(f,a): Q] <T.

It follows from Theorem [Il combined with Theorem A of Ferraguti-Ostafe-
Zannier [15] that for any extension K/Q(f, a), if Gal(K«(f, a)/K) is abelian
then f must be PCF and a must be f-preperiodic; therefore Ar C By. So it
suffices to show that By is contained in a finite union of Q-conjugacy classes
in Q[z] x Q.

Ingram [I7] has proved that PCF polynomials in Q[z] of degree d are
a bounded height family in an appropriate moduli space, which implies in
particular that there exists a finite list fi, fo, ..., fay of PCF polynomials of
degree d in Q[z] such that every PCF polynomial f(x) € Q[z] of degree d and
[Q(f) : Q] < T is Q-conjugate to some f,,.

Now let (f,a) € Br be arbitrary. By the preceding paragraph, we have
that f,, = ¢ 1o f o for some 1 < m < M and some affine automorphism
¢(z) = ar + b € K[x] with a # 0. Taking K = Q(f, fn, @), we may assume
that ¢ is defined over an extension L/K of degree [L : K] < Cy = d*(d + 1)?
using Lemma [ Set 3 = p~(a) € P(L). Since «a is f-preperiodic, it follows
that (3 is f,,-preperiodic.

The height of § is bounded, depending on d and T, but otherwise in-
dependently of the pair (f,«). Indeed, since preperiodic points for a given
polynomial are a set of bounded height, we obtain that h(8) < H,, for
some constant H,, > 0 depending only on the polynomial f,,, and hence
h(B) < H := maxj<pm<yH,. The polynomials f,,, and hence the bound H,
depend on d and T but not on the pair (f, «).

We can also bound the degree [Q(5) : QJ, depending on d and T, but
otherwise independently of the pair (f,«). Using standard properties of the
degrees of field extensions in towers and in compositum, we have

[L:Q] =[L: K][K:Q
< CalQ(f, @, fm) - Q)
< CalQ(f, ) - QJ[Q(fm) : Q)
<C,I'D

where D = maxj<,<y[Q(f) : Q]. Since 8 € P}(L) we obtain [Q(8) : Q] <
CyT'D as well.
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Since the height and degree of # have been bounded depending only on

d and T, which are fixed, there can be only finitely many possibilities for (3.
Hence there are only finitely many possibilities for the pair (f,,, ), completing
the proof that By is contained in a finite union of Q-conjugacy classes in

Q[z] x Q. 0
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