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TOWARDS COMMON ZEROS OF ITERATED MORPHISMS

CHATCHAI NOYTAPTIM AND XIAO ZHONG

ABSTRACT. Recently, the authors have proved the finiteness of common
zeros of two iterated rational maps under some compositional indepen-
dence assumptions. In this article, we advance towards a question of
Hsia and Tucker [HT17, Question 19] on a Zariski non-density of com-
mon zeros of iterated morphisms on a variety. More precisely, we provide
an affirmative answer in the case of Hénon type maps on A?, endomor-
phisms on (Pl)”, and polynomial skew products on A? defined over Q.
As a by-product, we prove a Tits’ alternative analogy for semigroups
generated by two regular polynomial skew products.

1. INTRODUCTION

Given a variety V defined over C. Two dominant morphisms f:V — V
and g : V — V are said to be compositionally independent if there are
positive integers k and [ such that

$10¢20...0¢ =0@10¢20...0¢

where ¢; € {f, g}, then k = [. In other words, the semigroup generated by
f and g under the composition is isomorphic to the free semigroup of two
generators. If f and g are not compositionally independent, we call them
compositionally dependent.

Here and what follows, we denote by f™ := fo fo..of the n-fold
composition of f with itself. In [HT17], Hsia and Tucker posed the following
question:

Question 1.1. Question 19] Let V be a variety defined over C and
let f,g:V — V be two dominant compositionally independent morphisms.
Let ¢ : V. — V be any morphism. Is it true that the set of A € V(C) such
that

1) = g () = e

must be contained in a proper Zariski closed subset of V 7

To avoid an ambiguity, let us denote f{* the nth power of polynomials f
in this paragraph. Question [ Tlhas a long history dating back to the work of
Bugeaud-Corvaja-Zannier [BCZ03| providing an upper bound for the great-
est common divisor of a{™ —1 and b —1 where a and b are multiplicatively
independent integers > 2. Their work serves as an application of the Schmidt
subspace theorem, a beautiful result in Diophantine approximation. This
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framework was later extended by Ailon-Rudnick [AR04] and Ostafe |[Os16]
to the function field setting with integers replaced by polynomials. In fact,
they proved that if f,g € C[z] are two multiplicative independent polyno-
mials, then there exists h € C[z] such that ged(f<"™ —1,¢™ — 1)|h for all
m,n = 1. At the heart of the proof, they employ a well-known conjecture of
Lang (which proved by Thara-Serre-Tate [Lan65, Lan83]) on the finiteness
of the intersection of an irreducible non-special curvd] in C* x C* with the
roots of unity g X e applying to the rational curve {(f(z),g(x)) : z € C}.
The boundedness of degged(f™ — 1,¢™ — 1) is due to the work of Beuk-
ers and Smyth [BS02]. Motivated by the aforementioned works, Hsia and
Tucker [HT17] were the first to use an entirely different approach and tools
to study the dynamical analogue of the greatest common divisors of iterated
polynomial maps. Roughly speaking, their method hinges on an arithmetic
equidistribution of small points, Northcott’s theorem, and deep results from
Diophantine geometry.

Hsia-Tucker [HT17] originally provided the answer to Question [L1] in
affirmative when V' = C and f,g,c are polynomials in C[z]. Recently,
Noytaptim-Zhong [NZ24] have verified the same question when V' = IP’%: and
f, g, c are rational functions in C(z). Thus, Question [T has been answered
in the affirmative in the following cases:

deg f > 1 deg f > 1 degf=1

degg > 1 degg =1 degg =1
V=C 117 [ET17] [HT17]
fyg,ce Clx] Proposition 8 | Proposition 9 | Theorem 2
polynomials
V =PL INZ2d] NZ24] INZ24]
fyg,ce C(x) Proposition 4.3 | Proposition 4.4 | Theorem 1.3
rational functions

As one might expect, Question [LT] remains far from being fully resolved
at this time due to the absence of a reasonable criterion for a semigroup of
dominant morphisms to be free. In this article, we make a partial progress
towards the Question [[LT]in certain cases, namely polynomial automorphims
on A%, endomorphisms on (IF’}@)”, and polynomial skew products on A%.

The dynamics of polynomial automorphisms of A?c has been explored
extensively in the past decades, e.g., [BS91], [F'S99], [Hu86], and references
therein. Notably, Friedland and Milnor [FM89] have classified three different
types of polynomial automorphisms on A%. More precisely, any polynomial
automorphism is conjugate to either one of the following forms :

(a) an affine map of the form a(z,y) = (a1 + b1y + c1, a2 + bay + ¢2)
for some constants a;, b;, ¢; such that a1bs — asby # 0;

(b) an elementary automorphism of the form e(z,y) = (az+ P(y), by+c)
for some constants a, b, and ¢ with ab # 0 and for some polynomial
function P(y);

Here, a special curve means it is a translation by a torsion point of an algebraic
subgroup of C* x C*. That is, it has the form z™y™ — ( = 0 or 2™ — (y" = 0 where

C € oo
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(c) a finite composition of regular polynomial automorphism of degree
> 2 of the form

hj(z,y) = (y, Pi(y) — 6;x)
where P(y) is a polynomial of degree > 2.
Here the degree of polynomial automorphisms denotes the maximum of the
degree of its two components. Any polynomial automorphism on A% of
type (c) above will be called Hénon type and its degree is defined to be
(deg P1)(deg P) - - - (deg P,,) for some m > 1. Thus an Hénon type map is
of the form
h(z,y) = (y, P(y) — bx)

where deg P = d > 2. Note that the rational map h : P2 --» P2 induced by
h is
hlz:y:z] = [yz?71: 24P (%) — dxzd71 29
which has exactly one point of indeterminacy p; = [1: 0 : 0]. Furthermore,
the hyperplane {z = 0} at infinity is mapped to the point p_ = [0 : 1 : 0]
which is not in the indeterminacy locus of k. Similarly, the rational map
h=! : P? --» P? induced by the inverse h='(z,y) = (=6 'y + 6~ P(z), z)
has one point of indeterminacy p_ and it maps the hyperplane {z = 0} at
infinity to the point py. The loci of indeterminacy of h and h~! are disjoint
and Hénon type h is also called regular, see [Sib99)].

Our first main result is an evidence supporting Questions [[T] in the case
of Hénon type map on A?@.

Theorem 1.2. Let f and g be two polynomial automorphisms of Hénon
type of the affine plane A? defined over a number field K. Let ¢ : A2 — A?
be a morphism defined over K which is not a compositional power of f and
g. Suppose that f and g are compositionally independent. Then the set of
pE A% satisfying

f™(p) = g"(p) = c(p)
for some positive integers m and n is not a Zariski dense subset of AZ.

Let f1, fo,..., fn be rational functions of degree d > 2. Then we con-
sider ' = (f1, f2, .-, fn) an endomorphism on (P!)" which given by their
coordinatewise action

F(x17 x27 M) xn) = (fl(x1)7 f2<x2)7 M) fn(xn))'
As endomorphisms on (IP’}@)” are split-type, it often confines the complexity

of dynamics to dimension one which many tools are available. The dynamics
of endomorphisms on (P!)” has been extensively studied by many authors,
e.g., [GNY1S8], [GNY19], [Mim13], [MSW23|, [Zho23]. Then we have the
following result which claims the non-Zariski density of common zeros of
two iterated endomorphisms on (P}@)" For n = 1, it was previously known

in [NZ24, Theorem 1.4].

Theorem 1.3. Given endomorphisms F = (f1,..., fn) and G = (g1,...,gn),
on (PY)" defined over a number field K of degree d = 2. Suppose that the
semigroup generated by F and G is free. Let R = (r1,r2,...,my) be any
endomorphism on (P1)" defined over K such that R is not compositionally
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power of F or G. Let X := (x1,22,...,Tp) € (P%)" Then there exist positive
integers k and | with the property that the solutions to

FH(X) = G'(X) = R(X)
form a Zariski-non-dense set in (IP)%)"

Following Jonsson [Jo99, §1], a polynomial skew product on C? of degree
d = 2 is a map of the form f(z,y) = (p(z),q(z,y)), with respect to some
choice of coordinates (z,y), where p and ¢ are polynomials of degree d where
p(z) = 2¢ + O(z% 1) and q(x,y) = y? + O.(y*'). In fact, f is a regular
polynomial map of C?. In other words, it extends to a holomorphic mapping
of P? which we still denote by f. Consider homogeneous coordinates [z : y :
z] on the projective plane PZ, we identify (z,y) € A% with [z :y: 1] € P4
The extension of f is thus given by

f(z:y:z]) = [zdp (E) : 2% (E, g) : zd] .
z 2z

The dynamics of polynomial skew products have garnered significant at-
tention recently, e.g., [AB23], [ABD™16|, [Ji23], [Ji20], [Ue20]. On one hand,
these maps preserve a foliation of vertical lines, allowing the use of one-
dimensional tools. On the other hand, their dynamics differ markedly from
those in one dimension. For instance, polynomial skew products have been
used to construct the first example of endomorphisms on P*, k& > 2, that
possess wandering Fatou domains in [ABD™ 16|, a phenomenon not observed
in one-dimensional dynamics due to Sullivan’s non-wandering domain theo-
rem. Consequently, polynomial skew products are considered a foundational
gateway for studying higher-dimensional dynamics.

In this paper, we construct canonical height associated to polynomial skew
products and further study some of its arithmetic properties, see sections
§4. §51 and Appendix [A] for our main finding. This establishment leads to
the following theorem which confirms that the question [L.] also holds true
for polynomial skew products defined Q.

Definition 1.4. We call a polynomial endomorphism F(z,y) on A? a reg-
ular polynomial skew product of degree d > 1 defined over a field K if there
exists an affine linear automorphism o defined over K such that

O’OFOO'71(1',:U) = (f(ﬂc),g(ﬂc,y))

where f(x) and g(x,y) are polynomials defined over K, deg(f) = deg(g) = d
and g(x,y) contains a non-trivial ¢ term.

Remark 1.5. This guarantees that F(z,y) can be extended to an endo-
morphism on P2.

Theorem 1.6. Let F(x,y) and G(z,y) be reqular polynomial skew products
of degree d = 2 on the affine plane A? defined over a number field K. Suppose
that F and G are compositionally independent and C : A®> — A? (defined
over K ) is a morphism that is not a compositionally power of F or G.
Then there are positive integers m and n with the property that the set

{(z,y)} < A% satisfying
F™(z,y) = G"(z,y) = C(z,y)
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is not a Zariski dense subset of AZ.

The proof of TheoremI.2, Theorem [I.3, and Theorem follows along
the same lines. Let us discuss the case of Hénon maps. The outline of the
proof can be divided into four simple steps. Proceeding by a contradiction,
suppose that there exists a generic sequence {p;} < AQ? satisfying f™i(p;) =
9" (pi) = c(p;). Then

(I) the sequence {p;};>1 is dynamically small with respect to both f and
g. This is done in Proposition 2.41
(IT) applying the arithmetic equidistribution Theorem 2.8 yields the equal-
ity of measures pif, = fig, at all places v € M.
(IIT) Hénon type maps f and g must share the same set of periodic points.
(IV) f and g must be compositionally dependent.

The compositional dependence of f and g contradicts the assumption.

The first three steps are motivated by the seminal work of Baker-DeMarco
[BD11], Petsche-Szpiro-Tucker [PST12], and Yuan-Zhang [YZ17]. This strat-
egy is commonly used in dynamical unlikely intersections questions. How-
ever, the last step is a notoriously hard problem in algebraic dynamics in
general. In the context of Hénon maps, Dujardin-Favre [DF17] deduced
the compositional dependence of two Hénon maps (sharing the same set
of periodic points) from an earlier work of Lamy [Lam0O1I] on the Tits al-
ternative of Aut[C?]. Inspired by the one-dimensional result of [BHPT24,
Corollary 4.12], compositional dependence of two endomorphisms on (P')”
(when their set of preperiodic points coincide) can be obtained via a careful
induction argument. The most intriguing situation is for regular polynomial
skew products, by applying a detailed analysis with Ritt’s polynomial de-
composition Theorem and specialization arguments, we manage to deduce
an analogy Tits alternative of regular polynomial skew products.

Theorem 1.7 (See Corollary and Remark AIT). Let Fy and F» be
two regular polynomial skew products defined over C. Then two following
possibilities occur: either
(1) Prep(Fy) = Prep(F3); or
(2) the semigroup {Fy,Fy) generated by compositions contains a non-
abelain free subsemigroup.

This solves the last step of the polynomial skew products case.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We are grateful to Liang-Chung Hsia and Tom Tucker who posed Question
I in [HT17]. Their work greatly motivates us to pursue this research
direction. We to thank Jason Bell for helpful discussion and comments on
an earlier version of the draft. The second author was supported in part by
NSERC grant RGPIN-2022-02951.

2. ARITHMETIC DYNAMICS OF HENON TYPE MAPS

2.1. Absolute values on number fields. Let K be a number field and
K be a fixed algebraic closure of K. Let Mg be the set of places of K, that
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is, an equivalence class of nontrivial absolute values on K. For each place
v € Mg, K, denotes the corresponding completion of K with respect to the
absolute value | - |, (determined up to equivalence). The absolute value |- |,
on K is either standard archimedean absolute value or the p-adic absolute
value satisfying |pl|, = p~! when restricted to Q. For any non-zero element
x € K, the product formula

H |z|L [Kv:Qu] _

UEMK

holds. Denote by C,, the completion of the algebraic closure K of the number
field K with respect to the absolute value |- |,. By abuse notation, we still
denote by |- |, the unique extension to C, of the absolute value on K. Note
that C, is both complete and algebraically closed.

2.2. Green’s functions. Let f and g be two polynomial automorphisms of
Hénon type of the affine plane A defined over a number field K of degree d >
2. We follow a construction and discussion of Green’s functions associated
to polynomial automorphisms on A%( of Ingram, Hsia and Kawaguchi [In14],
[Ka06], [Kal3], and [HKI8]. Set [(z,y)|l, = max{|z|y,|y|,} and log®(z) =
max{log(x),0}. Asin [Br65] and [Hu86] (in archimedean setting), the v-adic
Green functions G;v, G;,U : C?2 — R, are continuous functions and defined

by

1 n
(2.1) GF,(z.y) = lim —log™ |/ ()]
and
— 1
(2.2) Gro(w,y) = lim —log™ [|f~" (, y)[o

where d is the common degree of f and f~!. It was shown by Kawaguchi
[Kal3, Theorem A(1)] that the limits G;{ , and G exist and nonnegative.
They also satisfy the invariant properties

(2.3) G}F’U of = dG}r’U and G, o = Gy .

We record interesting properties of Green functions for future reference.
For archimedean v = o0, we write G and G in place of GT o0 and G
respectively, for simplicity.

fr00

Theorem 2.1. Let Gy, := max{va,G]Tv} be the continuous and non-
negative function on A%(. The following statements hold true:

(1) Gy —logt |- |, extends to a continuous function to P%.

(2) Gy =logt |- |, for all but finitely many v e M.

(3) Gy is plurisubharmonic function for each archimedean place v.
(4) Gy, is the uniform limit of the sequence of continuous function

max{d " log™ | /"o, d"" log™ | f "}

Proof. For (1), it was discussed in [BS91] for archimedean and in [Inl4]
and [Kal3|] for non-archiemedean. For (2), polynomial automorphisms on
A%( has good reduction at v except for finitely many places v, see [Kal3,
Theorem B(1)]. For (3), Bedford and Smillie proved in [BS91, Proposition
3.8]. For (4), it was verified by [DF17, Proposition 1.10(3)]. O
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2.3. Canonical height functions. Recall the standard Weil height h :
AQ? — R of any point p € AQf is defined by

Z > Nylog® |l

veMK qeCGal(K/K)-p

h
(p) deg

where N, = [K, : Q,] denotes the degree of the field extension of the com-
pletion of K over the completion of Q relative to |- |, and deg(p) denotes
the cardinality of Gal(K/K) - p the Galois orbit of p.

Then we also define the canonical height fo : AZK — R associated to f is
thus given by

hy(p)

Z D1 NG (a) + Gy (a)).

~d
cg(p veMK qeGal(K/K)-p

However, it is more convenient for us to work with a compatible height (cf.

Theorem 2.3((1))

hy(p)

Z Z Nva,v(Q)

d
eg UGMK qeGal(K/K)p

where Gy, (") = max{GF (-), G}, (-)}. Here and what follows, we refer h as
our canonical height associated to f.

Remark 2.2. We shall soon see that the canonical height A ¢ is associated
to a continuous semipositive adelic metric of the ample line bundle Op2(1)
(in the sense of Zhang [Zha95]).
Theorem 2.3. Let K be a number field and h be the Weil height on A%.
Let fo,iLf be as above. Then

(1) hy/2 < hy < hy.

(2) hf=h+ 0(1)

(3) Forpe A%, h¢(p) = 0 if and only if p € Per(f).

Here Per(f) denotes the set of all periodic points of f.

Proof. For (1), it is an easy observation that (a + 0)/2 < max{a,b} < a+b

for any real numbers a and b. For (2) and (3), see [Kal3l, Theorem 6.3 and
Proposition 6.5]. O

Given c is any morphism A? — A? defined on K. Our first result asserts
that a generic sequence {p,} < AQ? satisfying the equation

f*(Pn) = 9" (Pn) = c(pn)
forms a sequence of small points.

Proposition 2.4. Let K be a number field. Suppose that {p,} is a generic
sequence in A% satisfying

fn(pn) = C(pn)
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for allm = 1 where f is any polynomial automorphism defined over K and
c is an arbitrary self-morphism on A? defined over K. Then the sequence
{Pn}n=1 is hy-small. More precisely,

lim Ay (pn) = 0.

Proof. Using the invariant property (Z3]) of the Green functions G}F’U and

G, Fr it follows that

B "

hy(f"(pn)) = deg(pn) . Z Nymax{G7 ,(pn), G, (pn)}
(2.4) = d"hy(pn).

For points p = (z,y) € A%, fix an embedding A% — IF’% by sending (z,y) to
[z :9y:1]. We recall a property of rational maps ¢ : P2 — P2 which states

he(p)) < (deg ¢)h(p) + O(1)
for each p € I[% away from the indeterminacy locus of ¢ (cf. [HS00, §B.2]).
Applying Theorem 23] (2), we have

(2.5) hy(clpn)) < (dege)hy(pa) + O(1)
Combining equation (2Z4]) and inequality (2.5]), we obtain that

(d" — (deg )hys(pn) < O(1)
where the implied constant is independent of n. As d > 2 and letting n — 0,
it follows that hs(p,) must tend to zero. O

2.4. Arithmetic Equidistribution. In order to apply Yuan’s equidistri-
bution theorem, it is necessary to associated height to semipositive adelic
metrics on ample line bundles in reminiscent of [CLII] and [Zha95]. For
our purpose, we slightly modify the definition of semipositive adelic metrics
on line bundles, for usual convention the reader may consult, for example
[GHT15, §4]. The following convention is due to Dujardin-Favre [DE17].
Here, we fix an embedding A% — IP’%.

Definition 2.5. A collection {G,} of functions G, : AQF — R is called a

semipositive adelic metric on the ample line bundle Op2(1) is the has the

following properties:

(SP 1) the function Gy (p) — log™ |p|. extends to a continuous function in
]P’% for each place v € Mk;

(SP 2) G,(p) =log™ |p|, for all but finitely many v;

(SP 3) G, is plurisubhamonic for each archimedean v;

(SP 4) for each non-archimedean v, the function G, is a uniform limit of
positive multiple functions of the form log max {|P;|,} with P; €

K[Cﬂl,xﬂ.

We now can define a height function hg : A% — R associated to the
collection of semipositive adelic metric {G,} by

hG( Z Z Nva (Q)

veMK qeGal(K/K)-p

deg
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such that sup,cp2 |ha(p) — h(p)| < +oo.
K

Proposition 2.6. Let f be any regular polynomial automorphism of degree
> 2. The collection {Gy,} defines a semipositive adelic metric on the ample
line bundle Op2(1).

Proof. This follows from Theorem 211 O

It is useful to recall related definitions for stating an arithmetic equidis-
tribution of small points. We follow [Yu08].

Definition 2.7. 1. A sequence {p,}n>1 of algebraic points in IP)% is
called generic if any inifnite subsequence is Zariski dense in P2
Equivalently, there is no infinite subsequence of {p,} is contained
in a proper closed subvariety of P2.

2. A sequence {p,},>1 of algebraic points in ]P’% is said to be small with

respect to the canonical height A if Bf (pn) — 0 as n — 0.

Theorem 2.8. (Equidistribution for points of small height of Hénon maps)
Let f be an automorphism of Hénon type defined over a number field K such
that deg f > 2. Suppose that {p,} is a generic sequence on IP)% such that
ﬁf(pn) — 0 with respect to the arithmetic canonical height ﬁf. Then, for
any place v € My, the sequence of probability measure supported equally on

the Galois orbit of py,
1
DI

deg(pn) q€Gal(K/K)pn

converges weakly to g, on the Berkovich analytic space IP’QBerkCU.

Proof. We directly apply the equidistribution theorem of Yuan [Yu08l, The-
orem 3.1]. It suffices to check that hs(P?) = 0. Recall Zhang’s successive
minima inequality [Zha95, Theorem 1.10] reads

(2.6) hi(P?) < sup inf  hs(p)

codimZ =1 pe(P?\Z)(K)
where the supremum is taken over all closed subvarieties of codimension one
in P2, The existence of the generic sequence {p,} with ﬁf(pn) — 0, this
immediately yields the right hand side of the inequality (2.6 tends to 0.
Thus hy(P?) = 0 as desired. O

Remark 2.9. Let us record important notes in order.

(i) It was pointed out by Dujardin-Favre [DF17, Corollary 1.19] and Lee
[Lel3l Corollary 7.5] that the probability measure p, is f-invariant
and has support on the so-called v-adic filled Julia set K, where

Ky, = {pe AX™: sup £ (p)]lo = O(1)}
ne

Over C, the probability measure satisfies pf := dd°Gy A dd°Gy and
f*uy = pyp. Note also that py := ddCG;{ A ddCGJT is well-defined
because of the continuity of the local potentials of ddCG}—r. For de-
tailed exposition, the reader may infer [FS99) §7.3]. On the other
hand, a non-archimedean analogue of measure .y was constructed as
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a probability measure on the Berkovich analytic space Aé’:m in the
sense of Chambert-Loir [CLO6, [CL11]. In fact, the Green function
G, induced a semipositive continuous metric |- |, on line bundle
Op2(1) by setting [s|c,, := exp(—=Gy,) where s is the section of
Op2(1) corresponding to the constant function 1 on Aé’fn.

(ii) Our Theorem 2.8 is closely related to [Lel3l Theorem B]. Strictly
speaking, we can view f and f~! as strongly regular pair in light
of [Lel3, Definition 1.1]. Hence, our Theorem is equivalent to Lee’s
equidistribution of small points in Theorem B. To make our article
self-contained, we decide to state it as our current version.

2.5. Shared common zeros of iterated polynomial automorphisms.
Recall the following result which was proved by Dujardin and Favre [DF17,
Lemma 6.3]. It essentially says that the polynomial convex hull of supp(zi¢ )
is the filled Julia set K. Alternatively, we denote Ky, as the set

{pe AX™ : sup |H" (p)], < +o0)
neZ

where |-|, is multiplicative seminorm on the ring C,[X, Y] (corresponding to
pE A(Qc’jm) whose restriction on the ground field is the v-adic absolute value
which we still denote by | - |, by abuse notation. More details see [Ber90].

Lemma 2.10. [DF17, Lemma 6.3] For any place v,

sup |Pl, = sup |P|,
Ky, supp(gf,v)

for all P e C,[A?].

We are now ready to state and proof the main result of this section. The
following statement is more general than Theorem as a flexibility on
degree of maps is allowed.

Theorem 2.11. Let f and g be two polynomial automorphisms of the affine
plane A? defined over a number field K such that at least one of which has
degree greater than one. Suppose that f and g are compositionally indepen-
dent and a morphism ¢ : A2 — A? (defined over K ) is not a compositional
power of f or g. Then the set of p e A% such that

f™(p) = g"(p) = c(p)
for some m,n € N is contained in a proper Zariski closed subset of A?.

Proof sketch. Case I : Suppose that deg f,degg > 1. In other words, f and
g are both Hénon type maps.

Suppose, on the contrary, that there is a generic sequence {p;} such that for
every i, there exist m; and n; so that f™ # ¢ and g™ # ¢, and f™i(p;) =
9" (p;) = c¢(p;). As i — 00, m; and n; must both tend to co because f™ — ¢
and g™ — ¢ have only finitely many zeros. It is clear from Proposition 2.4
that {p;} is a sequence of small points with respect to both f and g, more
precisely,

lim f7(p;) = lim hy(p;) = 0.

1—00 1—00
We claim that Per(f) = Per(g). Applying the equidistribution theorem of
small points for Hénon maps (Theorem 2.8]), we have that the sequence {p;}
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is equidistributed with respect to the probability measure p ¢, and p4,. The
uniqueness forces (if, = g, at all v € Mg. Using Lemma 210, it follows
that Kp, =Ky,

Claim: (arithmetic local-to-global property) Let f be any regular polyno-
mial automorphism defined over K. Then p € A% is f-periodic if and only
if p and all of its conjugates are contained in the v-adic filled Julia set Ky,
for all v e Mg.

Proof of Claim. Let L be a finite extension of K and let p be an element
of AZ. Recall from [Kal3, Theorem 6.3(2)(5) and Proposition 6.5(2)] or
Theorem [2.3((3) that

h¢(p) = 0 < p € Per(f).
Note also that

) = —— 3 Nymax{GE, (), G, (7).

deg(p) o:L—Cy veEM g ’

Since G;{U > 0 and G;U > 0, it gives rise to the fact that p is f-periodic
if and only if Gf,(p”) = max{GJr,v(p"),G;U(p")} = 0 for all v e Mg and
all 0 : L? — C2. By the limit definition 2I) and @2) of GJTU, it is
equivalent to saying that Gy, (p) = 0 if and only if {f*"(p)}n>0 is bounded
with respect to |- |,. Moreover, for each place v € Mg, the v-adic filled Julia
set K, captures points for which Gy, vanishes. This fact was verified by
Kawaguchi [Kal3l Theorem 3.1] for non-archimedean v and by Fornaess-
Sibony [Sib99) §2] and [FS99) Proposition 7.9] for archimedean v. The claim
is established. g

Take a f-periodic point p. At any place v, it belongs to Ky, by local-to-
global arithmetic property. So it belongs to K ,. Recall that

Bg( deg Z Z NuGig.o(q).

veMK qeGal(K/K)-p

Since K,, = {Gg» = 0}, we then have h,(p) = 0. This shows that p is a
g-periodic point. Hence we obtain Per(f) = Per(g) as claimed.

As explained in Dujardin-Favre [DF17, Step 3|, we know that f and g
must share a common iterate and hence they are compositionally depen-
dent. As a consequence, such small sequence {p;} must not be Zariski dense.

Case II : Without loss of generality, suppose that deg f > 1 and degg = 1.
In other words, f is Hénon type map and g is either affine map or an
elementary automorphism of degree one.

For any infinite sequence of {p;} such that f™i(p;) = c(p;) for all i € N, we
have that {p;} is a sequence of small point with respect to f by Proposition
2.4l Moreover, any algebraic solution to ¢"(p) = ¢(p) is of bounded degree
over K. Hence Theorem [2.3] (1) and the Northcott finiteness property [Ka06),
Theorem A(i)] implies that such a sequence {p;} is not generic (i.e., it is
contained in a proper closed subvariety of A?). O
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3. ARITHMETIC DYNAMICS OF ENDOMORPHISMS ON (P1)”

3.1. Height functions associated to endomorphisms on (P!)". In this
subsection, our absolute values on a number field K are normalized as in

§2.11 Recall that the standard Weil height A : ]P’% — R is given by

Z >, Nylog'yl,

veMK yeGal(K/K)-x

h
(z) deg

where deg(x) is again the cardinality of the orbit of z under the action of
the absolute Galois group Gal(K/K) of K. For each rational map f(z) €
K(x) of degree d = 2 defined over K, the (global) canonical height function
h I ]P’l? — R attached to f is defined by

hy(e) = T —oh(f" (1),

It is often useful to decompose canonical height attached to rational maps
on P! in terms of local height function. That is,

W) - g 5D Nel)

UGMK 2'eGal(K/K)-x

where the local height Ay, extends continuously to A}CU and it grows loga-
rithmically, that is,

Afw(x) =log|zf, + O(1)

as |z|, — o0. For each v € M, there is a notion of distributional valued
Laplacian operator A on the Berkovich projective line ]P’ A% The reader
may refer to [Ben19 Ber90l, BR10] for more background on the Berkovich
projective space PCU . The Laplacian operator is normalized by

Alog+ |z = pv — 0oo

on IF’}c’jm where p, = pg1 is the Lebesgue measure on the unit circle (v
archimedean) and p, = dgauss is the Dirac measure supported at Gauss point

lan(

on P v non-archimedean). Note that log™ |z|, extends continuously

from Pl to a real-valued function on ]P’1 *%. Analogously, for each v € Mk,
the local function As, extends naturally o a continuous and subharmonic

function on A " with logarithmic singularity at co. Then we have, on IP’l o

(3.1) AXfo = pfp — 0o

where 17, is the canonical probability measure associated to rational func-
tion f at place each v of K. For each place v € My, the probability measure
i, satisfies the invariance property f*uyr, = duy,. For non-archimedean

v € My, if f have good reduction, the measure fiy, is the Dirac measure

supported on Gauss point (o 1 on Pl an

The canonical height associated to rational maps enjoys several interesting
properties which we record below.
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Proposition 3.1. Let f be a rational map of degree = 2 defined over a
number field K. Then there exist constants c1, ca, c3, and c4, depending only
on d such that for any x € IP’% the following holds:

(1) |h(f(z)) — (deg f)h(z)] < crh(f) + ca.
(2) lhp(z) - h()| < esh(f) + eu.
(3) hy(f(x)) = (deg f)hs(z). A
(4) x is f-preperiodic if and only if hy(z) = 0.
Here h(f) denotes height of the polynomial f (see [BGO6L §1.6]).
Proof. For our purpose, we state only for number fields. The above proper-

ties (1), (2), and (3) also hold over global field whose proof can be found in
[HS00, §B.2 and §B.4] and [Sil07, §3.4]. O

For an endomorphism F = (f1, fo, ..., fn) on (P!)", we define the height
hg for any point (z1, 29, ..., 7,) € (P1)" by
(3.2) he((@1, oy 0)) i= hpy (1) + oo + By, (20).

Proposition 3.2. Let F = (f1, fa,..., fn) be an endomorphism on (P')"

where F(x1,x9,...,xn) = (f1(z1), fo(x2), ..., fu(xy)) for rational functions f;
defined over a number field K of degree deg(f;) = d = 2 for all 1 < i <
n. Suppose that { Xy, := (T1,m, T2.m, -, Tmn) tm>1 15 @ generic sequence in
(IP%)" such that F™(X,,) = R(Xy,) for all m = 1 where R = (11,72, ...,Tn)
is any endomorphism on (P1)" defined over K. Then

lim hp(X,) = 0.
m—0o0
Proof. Since R(X) is an arbitrary endomorphism on (P!)"?, we have

R(ml, N ,.%'n) = (7“1(.%'0(1)), e ,Tn(.%'a(n))),

where o is a permutation of the set {1,2,...,n}.
Notice that for any rational function f, g, where deg(f) > 1 and deg(g) >
1, and an arbitrary point = € Plﬁ, we have

s (g(@)) — (deg g)hy(2)] < |hy(g(x)) — h(g(x))| + |h(g(x)) — (deg g)(x)|
+ (deg g)|h(@) — hy(z)]
<C

where the constant C' is independent of x, but depending on the data of f
and g as a result of Theorem [3.1(1)—(2). Thus we have shown that

hi(g(@)) = (deg g)hs(x) +O(1).
Now, for any index ¢ € {1,2,...,n}, we denote the period of ¢ under the

action of ¢ as k. Then we have the assumption in the statement of the
proposition implies the following:

T (@im) = 1i(To(i),m)s
foti)@a@)m) = To() (To2(i),m)

k1 sy (@ak=1(6),m) = Tok=1(i) (Tim)-
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These will then imply the following relations between canonical heights of
points:

d;‘nﬁfi (@im) = dr, iLfi (%(i),m) + Dy
d;n(z) hfl ('CL‘O'(Z)JTL) = dro'(i) hfz ('1"(72 (2),m) + D2

dfﬁf—l(i)ﬁfi (xok—l(i),m) = drak—l(i) iLfi (ml,m) + Dka
where D;, i € {1,2,...,k} are some constants only depending on F' and R,
d; = deg(f;) and d,, = deg(r;) for j € {1,2,...,k}. Then, we eliminating
the terms ilfi (Zgi(i)n) for j € {1,...,k — 1} and obtains

(3.3) (d™ — K1 )by (2im) = Ko + Ko,

where Ko, K1 ,, and K> ,, are constants such that Ky doesn’t depend on m
and lim Ky,, = lim K, = 0. This implies that
m—00 m—00

7711_{[100 hy (xim) = 0.

Since the argument holds for arbitrary i € {1,2,...,n}, by the definition
of canonical height of F' (8.2)) it is easy to see that

hie(Xm) = hp (@1m) + hy (@2m) + oo+ g (Tnn) = 0
as m — o0. U
3.2. A free semigroup criterion for endomorphisms on (P!)".

Lemma 3.3. Suppose f and g are rational functions defined over C such
that V' = Prep(f) = Prep(g) and deg(f),deg(g) > 1. Then for any h €
{f,9), the semigroup generated by f and g under composition, we have
Prep(h) = V.

Proof. Let K be the finitely generated field extension of Q over which f and
g are defined. We prove the lemma by induction on the transcedental degree
of K over Q.

The base case is that K is a number field. Then, for any finite field
extension L of K, we have V(L) is a finite set and

fFV(L) = V(L)

g(V(L)) = V(L).
This implies that h(V(L)) < V(L) and so V(L) < Prep(h)(L). Thus
UL st. [L:k]<w0 V(L) S Prep(h), which implies that h and f share infinitely
many preperiodic points. Then the unlikely intersection [BD11, Theorem
1.2], implies Prep(h) = V.

Now, suppose K = K'(Z), where K’ is a finitely generated field of tran-
scendental degree not greater than m over Q and the statement holds true
for any finitely generated field of transcendental degree not greater than m
over Q.

We first suppose that h is not isotrivial. Take an aribitrary p(Z) € V, then
for any specialization of Z = z € K’, we have p(z) is in Prep(f.) = Prep(g.)
and the induction hypothesis implies p(z) € Prep(h.). Thus hy_(p(z)) = 0
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for any z € K’ and the specialization [CS93, Theorem 4.1] implies hy, (p(Z)) =
0. Since h is not isotrivial, we have by [Del6, Theorem 1.2] that p(Z) is
a preperiodic point of h. Thus V < Prep(h) and the unlikely intersec-
tion argument by enlarging K to some finite extensions, again, implies that
Prep(h) = V.

Suppose h is isotrivial, that is there exists an automorphism o over a
finite extension of K such that h is conjugated to h' defined over a finite
extension L' of K'. Take any p € V, we have o(p) is a preperiodic points
for both f/ = 0o foo ! and ¢ = 0 0goo~!. For any specialization
Z = z € L', we have o(p)(z) € Prep(f.) = Prep(¢.) and the induction
hypothesis implies o(p)(z) € Prep(h'). Let {X1,..., X, } be a transcendental
basis of L’ over some number field L”, where r is a positive integer smaller
or equal to m. Then for any specialization X; = z; € L” for each i €
{1,2,...,r}, we have o(p)(x1,. .., 2y, 2) € Prep(hy, . )(L") for any z e L".
Since Prep(h, ., )(L") is finite for a Zariski dense set of (x1,...,,) in
(L")", we have o(p)(z1,...,z,)(z) is a rational function only taking finitely
many values when z € L”, which implies that it is a constant function doesn’t
depend on z, for a Zariski dense set of (z1,...,x,). Thus, o(p) € L.

Since o(p) € Prep(h’) by the induction hypothesis, h’ and f’ share an
infinite set of preperiodic points by the field enlarging argument again. The
unlikely intersection [BD11, Theorem 1.2] implies that Prep(h’) = Prep(f’).
So, Prep(h) = Prep(f) = V.

Then the induction will conclude the proof of the lemma. O

Proposition 3.4. Let F' = (f1,...,fn) and G = (g1,...,9n) be splitting
endomorphism defined over C on (P1)™ such that d = deg(f;) = deg(g;) for
all i, €{1,2,...,n}, where d = 2 is a positive integer. Suppose Prep(F) =
Prep(G), then the semigroup generated by F and G under composition is
not free.

Proof. Let P, be the projection from (P!)" to the first m coordinates, i.e.,
(P1)™. Notice that the composition is compatible with P, in the sense that
P, oh = Py(h)o P, where h € (F,G) and P,,(h) is the first m coordinate
of h. We prove the proposition by applying P, and induction on m for each
integer m € {1,2,...,n}.

The base case is that (P;(F), Pi(G)) is not free. This is true since
Prep(F) = Prep(G) implies Prep(f1) = Prep(g1) and the Tits’ alterna-
tive of rational functions [BHPT24, Corollary 4.11] implies that {f1,g1) is
not free.

Now, we suppose that (P,,(F'), P,,(G)) is not a free semigroup for some
m € {1,2,...,n — 1}, we will show that P, 1(F) and P,,+1(G) also don’t
generate a free semigroup. Notice that there exists two distinct sequence of
compositions hi, hy € (F,G), such that

Py (h1) = Py(hs).

We want to show Prep(him4+1) = Prep(ham+1), where hjpmi1, @ = 1,2,
are the m + 1-th coordinate of h;. This follows immediately from the
Lemma B3] since Prep(fim+1) = Prep(gm+1). Now, applying the Tits’ alter-
native of rational functions [BHPT24, Corollary 4.11] again, we have that
(him+1, P2 m+1) is not free. Then since Py, (h1) = Pp,(h2), there exists two
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distinct sequence of compositions k), hf € (hy, ha) < (F,G), such that
Pri1(h)) = Py (hy).
Therefore, by the induction, we have (F,G) is not a free semigroup. U

3.3. Common solutions of iterated endomorphisms on (P!)".

Theorem 3.5. (Arithmetic Equidistribution on P!) [BRO6, [CLO6, [FRLO6]
Let K be a number field and f(x) € K(z) be a rational function of degree
d = 2 defined over K. Suppose that {x,}n=1 is an infinite sequence of
distinct points in ]P’% satisfying ﬁf(xn) — 0. Then the discrete probability
measure supported equally on the Galois conjugates of x,

1
[Tn]o = TN Z 5a(xn)
converges weakly to the equilibrium measure fiy, in P(lc’fn at each place v €
My in the sense that

f Spd[xn]v - f de:uf,v

for every bounded continuous function ¢ : P(lc’fn — R. Here §, denotes the

Dirac measure on P(lc’fn supported at the point x.

Next, we prove our main result which asserts the Zariski-non-density of
common solutions of two iterated split endomorphisms on (P})" defined
over a number field. One key ingredient of proof relies on an arithmetic
equidistribution Theorem of small points.

Proof of Theorem[.3. Let K be the field generated by all coefficients of
F,G, and R. Then K must be a number field. Suppose that there exists a
generic sequence {X; := (21,22, ...;Tnj)}jz1 C (IP’%)" of the solutions to

FR(X;) = GY(X;) = R(X;).
It should be clear that k; and [; increase without bound as j — oo. It
follows immediately from Proposition that the sequence {X,};>1 is of
small height with respect to /' and G. That is, fLF(Xj) — 0 and Bg(Xj) —0

as j — 0. By the non-negativity of the canonical height h f, (resp. hg,) and
the definition of hp (resp. hg) B2), we have that

lim hy, (@) = i hy, (i) =0

for all 1 < ¢ < n. For each 1 < i < n, the sequence {z; ;};>1 is small with
respect to both f; and g;. For the rest of the proof, the same argument
applied to all indices 1 < i < n simultaneously. Applying the arithemtic
equidistribution, Theorem [3.5] we obtain that py, , = fig,, on P(lc’fn at all
places v € Mg. Then the definition of the Laplacian (3.1]) implies the
equality
)\fiﬂ}(x) = )‘giﬂ)(m) +Cy

holds true for all places v € M. Summing over all places v of K, we obtain

iLfi (z) = Bgi (z) + C.
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It is easy to deduce that C' = 0 by taking = € Prep(f;) and x € Prep(g;).
Hence we have shown that hy = hy, for all 1 < i < n. As the canonical

height of rational functions detects their preperiodic points in the sense of
Proposition B.1l(4), it gives

Prep(f;) = Prep(g;)

for all 1 < ¢ < n. Hence Prep(F) = Prep(G). As asserted in Proposition
B4l we have that the semigroup generated by F' and G are not free. In other
words, I and G are compositionally dependent. This is a contradiction to
the assumption. Therefore, such Zariski dense sequence of solutions to the
equation [T does not exist. The proof is completed.

O

4. TiTS’ ALTERNATIVE OF REGULAR POLYNOMIAL SKEW PRODUCTS

Definition 4.1. Let’s denote the Chebyshev polynomial of degree d € N
as Ty. We call a polynomial defined over C a special polynomial, or say a
polynomial is a special, if it is linearly conjugated over C to either a power
map or +7y for some d € N.

Definition 4.2. Let f and g be two polynomials in k[z], where k is an
algebraically closed field. We say f is linearly related to g over k if there
exists non-constant linear maps Iy, ls € k[z] such that

f=llogolg.

Lemma 4.3. For a polynomial f(x,y) = aqy® + Z?;ol a;(x)y’ defined over
C, where ag € C* and a;(x) € C[z]. Suppose there are infinitely many xo € C
such that f(xo,y) is linearly related to Ty (respectively y?), then g(x,y) is
linearly related to Ty (respectively y®) over C(z).

Proof. Suppose f(x,y) is not linearly related to Ty(y) or y¢ in C(x)[y], then
there exists a i € {2, 3} such that for any non-constant linear maps /1 (y) and

l2(y) € C(z)[y],
lyo f(z,y) ol (y)

doesn’t commute with any polynomials in C(z)[y] of degree i (see [Ri23]
and [Ri20]). Without loss of generality, we assume that ¢ = 2. Let R =
C(x)[a,a™1,b,c, alil,a;—rl,ﬁl,ﬂg] be a ring extension of C(z) by adjoining
transcedental elements a1, az, 81, B2, a, b and c. Let g(y) = ay® + by + ce
R[y] and l;(y) = a;y + B; for i € {1,2}. Let

F(z,y) = L(f (=17 (9W))) — 9(la(f(z. 17 ¥))),

and F; € R,i€{0,1,...,d + 2}, is the coefficients of * terms in F(y). The
above implies that

I:(F07"'7Fd+2)

is a unit ideal in R. Thus, there exists g; € R, i € {0,1,2...,d + 2}, such
that
d+2

(4.1) >l giF; = 1.
i=0
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Now, we clear the denominators of g;’s and F;’s as functions on x by mul-
tiplying a r(x) € @* on both sides and denote g} = g;r and F] = F;r for
each i’s.

Now, suppose there is an infinite set S € C such that for any xzg € S we
have f(xg,y) is conjugated to either Ty(y) or ¢ in C[y]. Then there is some
linear polynomial [ in C[y] such that T or y? commutes with lo f(zg,y)ol ™.
Thus, {F](x¢) : i = 0,1,2,...,d + 2} doesn’t generate an unit ideal in R.
Therefore, we have that for any zg € S,

d+2
N glx0) Y (wo) = r(zo) = 0.
=0

This implies that 7(z) = 0 and gives a contradiction. g

Definition 4.4. For a polynomial f € C[x], the set of non-constant linear
polynomial p € C[x] such that there exists a non-constant linear polynomial
v € C[z] satisfying

vof—fonu

forms a group under compositions. We denote it as G(f).

Lemma 4.5. Let f(z) and g(x) € Clx] be polynomials of degree d = 2
that are not linearly related to power maps such that f(z) = go \(x), and
f(x) = pog(z) for some non-constant linear polynomials p(x) and A(x).
Then there exists a non-constant linear polynomial ¢(x) such that

$ofop = oeh(a!)

¢pogod ! =ypoah(ah)
for some non-constant linear polynomial v, polynomial h which is not a

power map, positive integer t, t-th root of unity € and non-negative integer
s.

Proof. From the condition, we see that

pltogod=yg.
By [Pa2(), proof of Lemma 4.2] and the fact that g is not linearly related to
power maps, there exists a linear polynomial ¢; and ¢o such that p and A
are conjugated by ¢; and ¢ respectively to the maps z — €z, i € {1,2}, for
some roots of unity €1, €5 respectively. Moreover, the order of the €; and e
are not greater than d. Then comparing the coefficients on the both side of
equation
¢rogogy oew=erprogog;,
we get that
¢progog, = a°h(z")
for some polynomial i which is not a power map, non-negative integer s and
positive integer ¢ such that ¢;’s are ¢t-th roots of unity. Thus we have

$r0gody' =0y oath(al),
paofogyl =paogodyt o€ =pao¢y! oerzh(at).

Then the lemma follows immediately.
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Lemma 4.6. Let f(x) and g(x) be two non-special polynomials defined over
C of equal degree d and sharing a common Julia set J. Then there exists a
linear map in ¢(x) € Clz] such that

pofop t= e1R(x),

¢pogo¢ ! =eR(z),
where R(z) = x*h(zt), for some polynomial h and positive integers t, s and
€1 and €s are roots of unity of order t.

Proof. Since J = J(g) = J(f) and f, g are non-special, we have, by [SS95],
that

f=o10p",

g=oy0p™
for some linear automorphisms o;, positive integer m, i € {1,2} such that
0i(J) = J and polynomial p(z) such that J(p) = J. Moreover, we can find a
linear map ¢, such that gopog~ = R'(z), where R'(x) = z° W (z') for some
positive integer s’ and ¢ and then o;’s are conjugated by ¢ to multiplications
by €;, where ¢; is a t-th root of unity for each i € {1,2}. Thus, we see f and

g is of the desired form.
O

Lemma 4.7. Let f(z,y) and g(z,y) be polynomials in Clx]|[y] having equal
degree and also the leading coefficients of them are constants. Suppose that
there exists a mon-negative integer s, a positive integer t and a t-th root of
unity € such that for infinitely many xo € C, there is non-constant linear
polynomials ¢g,, Yz, and a polynomial hy, satisfying

¢a:0 © g(x07 y) © ¢;01 = 1/}930 © Eyshwo (yt)

Gro © [(30,Y) © by = Yo © Yy (1)
Then there exists non-constant linear polynomials ¢(y), ¥ (y) € C(z)[y] and

polynomial h(y) € C(x)[y] such that
¢oglz,y)od™! =voeyhy')
¢o flz,y)oo™" =voy*hly").

Proof. Let’s suppose, for the purpose of contradictions, that there doesn’t
exists such ¥(y), ¢(y) and h(y) satisfying

(4.2) pog(z,y)od™ ' —voey’h(y') =0,
(4.3) poflz,y)od ' —poy*h(y') =0.
Let’s write

P(y) =ay + B

Y(y) = oy +
and

(d—s)/t
hi(y) = Z aiy’.
=0

Let R = (C(x)[aila5i17aa1,s)/t7/8777 ag, - - - 7ad71]'
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Then the assumption implies that the coefficients of the left hand side
of Equation (4.2]) and (43]) as elements in R generates an unit ideal in R.
We write {f1,...,fm} € R as the coefficients from above equations that
is viewed as equations of polynomials in y. Then this is saying that there
exists g1,...,gm € R such that

m
D figi=1.
i=1

Now, we clear the denominators of the left hand side as a rational function
on x by multiplying a r(z) € C(CC)*, which doesn’t have a pole, on both side.
Let f] = fir and ¢, = g;r, i € {1,2,...,m}. Then we have

m
> Hgi=r.
i=1

Suppose there are infinitely many xg such that the assumption in the state-
ment of the lemma hold. Then the above implies that r(z¢) = 0 for infinitely
many xo as f;(zo)’s can not form an unit ideal due to the existance of ¢y,
Vg, and hg,. Thus » = 0. This gives a contradiction.

Thus, there exists ¢, ¢ and h that makes the equations (42 and (43
hold. O

For the convenience of readers, we summarize a version of Ritts’ decom-
position that we will be using in the discussion.

Theorem 4.8 (Theorem 2.3 of [Pal7] or see [Endl]). Let A,C,D,B be
polynomials of degree degrees at least 2 such that

(4.4) AoC=DoB
and
(4.5) deg(A) = deg(D),deg(C) = deg(B).
Then there exist a linear polynomials p such that
A= Doy,
C=uptoB.

Lemma 4.9. Let g(z,y) be a polynomial in C|z][y] with constant leading
coefficient and f(x) be a polynomial such that deg,(g) = deg(f) = d > 1.
Let gi.(y) = g(f{(x),y). Suppose there is an infinite set S < Per(f) such
that for any xg € S,
gn—l,mo -0 gO,J:o

is linearly conjugated to a power map or +Tyn, where n is the period of xg.

Then there exists non-constant linear polynomial u,(y),v:(y) € C(z)[y]
such that g(z,y) = uy(y) o Sq o v,(y), where Sy is either a power map or
+T4. Moreover, v,y © uy = cy for some constant ¢ € C* if Sq = y? or
otherwise vg(z) o ug € {£y}.

Remark 4.10. As maps of the form g(f%(z),y) will appear a lot in the
discussion, we will continue using the notation g; ,(y) = g(f*(x),y) in the
rest of this section without further explanation.
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Proof. For any zg € Per(f), suppose gn—140 © - © go.a, 1S linearly conju-
gated to a special polynomial. Then by Ritt’s decomposition, Theorem 8]
g(xo,y) is linearly related to a special polynomial. Then, since there are
infinitely many such z¢ € Per(f), by Lemma [£3] we have that there ex-

ists non-constant linear polynomial wu,(y) and v,(y) € C(z)[y] such that

9(2,y) = uy 0S40 vy
Moreover, since

gn—l,mo -0 gO,J:o
is linearly conjugated to special polynomials, we can apply Theorem [4.8] to
Upn—1(z0) ©Sd O Vpn—1(z0) © == © 5 0 Vf(z4) © Uz © Sg © Vg
(4.6) =1 o Smol,
for some non-constant linear polynomial [, and we get

(4.7) V(o) © Uzg © Sq © Vg = 0 Sgol

(4.8) Upn—1(z0) © 54 O Vpn—1(z) 0 +++ 0 Sg = 7 o Sgmaop!
for some non-constant linear polynomial p € C[y]. Thus,

M_l O Vf(zg) © Uy € g(sd)’

since G(Sy) is a group formed by scaling multiplies [Pa20, Lemma 4.1 and
Lemma 4.2] and therefore for any non-constant linear map [; € G(S;4) and

la € C[z] such that
lpoSq =S40l

we also have Iy € G(Sy). Now, apply Theorem [£.8 again to Equation (48],
we would have

(4.9) p108y=8g0pt

for some non-constant linear polynomial p; € Cly]. Thus, p € G(Sz) and we
also have
V(o) © Uz € G(Sq).
By [Pa20), Proof of Lemma 4.2], we know that if Sy = +T}, then

Vf(zo) © Uz € g(de) = {iy}

Since this holds for infinitely many x € C, we have vy, o u, € {£y}.

Now if Sg = y?, then V(o) © Uzg = Czoy for some ¢, € C* [Pa20, Lemma
4.1]. But, notice that if Sy = y¢, since g(z,y) has constant leading coeffi-
cients as a polynomial in y by the assumption, we can always take v, (y) and
uz(y) such that they have constant leading coefficients. Then in this case,

Uf(zo) © Uz = €Y
for a constant ¢ for infinitely many xy € Per(f), which implies

Vf(z) O Uz = CY.
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Proposition 4.11. Let F(z,y) = (f (), 91(z,y)) and G(z,y) = (f(z), 92(x,y))
be polynomial skew products defined over C such that deg(f1) = deg(f2) =
deg,(g91) = deg,(g2) and gi(x,y) and ga(x,y) have constant leading coef-
ficients as a polynomial in Clz][y]. Suppose that for any xy € Per(f) we
have

(4.10) Prep(g1,n—1,20 ©*** ©91,0,20) = Prep(92.n—1,20 © -+ © 92,0,20)

where n is the period of xy. Then the semigroup generated by F(z,y) and
G(z,y) under composition is not free.

Proof. By assumption, we have that for any xg € Per(f), we have

Prep(g1,n—1,20 © - ©91,0,20) = Prep(g2.n—1,20 © - © 92,0.20 )5

where n is the period of z.

Case I. Now, suppose there are infinitely many xg € Per(f) such that either

GQ,mO =092n—1,20 © """ © 920,20
or

Gl,mo =0Jl,n—1,20 © """ ©91,0,20
is linearly conjugated by a non-constant linear map ¢,, € C[y] to a special
map. Without loss of generality, we assume that it is G 4.

On the other hand, since Prep(G 4,) = Prep(Gi 4, ), we have G 4, is also
conjugated by the same non-constant polynomial ¢, to £Sgn for some root of
unity £&. Now, by Lemma 3 there exists a linear polynomial u,, v, € C(z)[y]
with constant leading coefficients such that

91(2,y) = vy 0 Sq 0 uy,
and
Uf(y) O Vz = C1Y
for some ¢; € C* if S; = y? and Uf(z) © Uz in a finite group otherwise.
The same argument can be applied to g2(z,y) and Ga 4, to obtain linear

polynomials v/, v! € C(z)[y] with constant leading coefficients such that

gZ(xay) = U/x o Sd o ulx7
() © Vo = C2¥;
for some ¢y € C* if S; = y¢ and u f(z) © vz in a finite group otherwise.
Subcase I. We first suppose Sy = yd. Then we further have,

_ d—d™)/(1—d) qr
1 20(1 )/ )yd

-1
Vn=1(zg) © Glao © Uz

_ d—d™)/(1—d) gn
1 A )

—1
fn—l (1.0

From these, we have

v )oGgmou

-1 _ ngfd")/(lfd)Jrlydn

L i/ (dt
Since Prep(G1 4,) = Prep(Ga z,), we have
(4.11) Prep(uj, © Gz © u/;Ol) = Prep(uy, © Gaz © ul ).

o
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Notice that

_ d—d™)/(1—-d)+1 gqm
(4.12) ufbo 0 Gz © u;01 = 0(2 )/(1=d)+ yd

)

since ul, ov}n,l(m) = coy. Thus, there exits a linear polynomial u(y) = c3y
for a constant c3 € C* such that

(4.13) ol oGy ouston = yd".

Also,

(4.14) w0 Grgo0ult =l o Vgn—1(gg) © cgd_dn)/(l_d)ﬂydn 0 Ugy O UL
Now, Equation (4IT]) implies that

(4.15) ot oG, out o™t = &y”

for some root of unity &;. Now, put together Equation ({I4]) and [@IH]), we
have

g gy (mdM/Ad) -1

/ — -1 d"
KO Uy, ©Ugy ©C2 Y OUgy OUy, OM =&1y"

since u;ol O CoY = Upn—1(z,). This is equivalent to

— d—d™)/(1—-d) dn — d—d™)/(1-d)+1 dn
(4.16) w ouzlocy cg /(A=) d 0 thgy 0 /2" = 5165 )/(A=d)+1 d
by Equations @I2) and @I3). Thus, ug, o uj,' is a multiplication by
constant for infinitely many z € Per(f). Therefore,
(4.17) ug oul !t = cqy

for some ¢4 € C* as u, and ), both have constant linear coefficients.
Now, since Equation (d.I6]) holds for infinitely many x¢ € Per(f), we have
that there are infinitely many n € N such that

(4.18) A" = g1 (ep ey ) /A=),
From Equation (4I7]), we also get that

oo teyty = v 0ty
Thus, for any n € N we have

Fn(.%'7 y) _ (fn(.%'), Upni(g) © c(ld—d")/(l—d)ydn o ux)

(4'19) Gn(x, y) _ (fn(x), v}n—l(m) 5 C;dfdn)/(l—d)ydn o u;)

(420) _ (f"(x),vfn—l(m) o C4clflcgd7d”)/(lfd)+lydn o Czlux)
(4‘21) _ (f"(x),vfn—l(m) o CZd"Jrllengdfd")/(lfd)Jrlyd” o Um)

By Equation (£I8]), we have there exists a ng € N such that
G (2,9) = (@), 0pmo-1(ay 0 &IV o uy).

Notice that there exists a pair of positive integers ni, no such that ny > no
and

(&™) = (™) o (yt ),
Therefore, we have that

Grom — Gmon2 o pno(ni—n2)
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This concludes that the semigroup generated by F' and G are not free.

Subcase II. Now, we suppose Sq = +7,;. We would have similarly

-1 -1 _ _ -1

U pn—1(z9) © G1,0g 0 Ugy = C151Tgn = Ugy 0 G125 © Uy,
—1 —1 _ o —1
Vpn=1(z0) © G200 O Uy, = C282Tgn = Uy, © G gy O Uy,

for infinitely many periodic point xy of f, where s1,s2,¢1,¢2 € {1} and n
is the period of xy. Thus,

—1
Gigo = Ugy © €181 Tgn © Uy,

Ga,py = Uy 0 casoTyn o Ul .
Since we have that Prep(G} z,) = Prep(Ga,z,), we have that
Prep(u!vo 0 G140 © u!{ol) = Prep(ulmO 0Gogy © u/;Ol)
which implies that

-1 —1
5 oc181Tyn o ug, ouy ) = Prep(casaTyn).

/
Prep(ug, o uy

Notice that this gives that
u, oule {ty}.

0o X0
Therefore, we also have
-1 !

v:L'Q © v:l:o € {iy}

Since the above are satisfied for infinitely many xg € Per(f), we have
Uy o ug € {£y},

1

vy ol € {y}.

Therefore,
F(z,y) = (f(z),vs 0 Sg0uy)
G(z,y) = (f(2), vs © 8540 ug)
for some s € {£1}. Thus, there exists a pair of positive integer ny, no such

that
Gn1+n2 = Q" o "2,

We then conclude that the semigroup generated by F' and G is not free in
this case.

Case II. Now, suppose there are only finitely many xg € Per(f), such that at
least one of Gy 4, and G2 4, are linearly conjugated to special maps. Then we
can take an infinite subset S < Per(f) such that for any xg € Orbs(5), G1 4,
and G 4, are non-special. Then, by a series of detailed studies on the Julia
set of polynomials [Bea90], [Bea92], [BEST], [SS95], we have G 4, = 00G2 4,
where ¢ is a non-constant linear polynomial defined over C fixing the Julia
set J(G2,20) = J(G1a0)-
Now, Theorem .8 implies that

(4.22) Mo © 91,0,20 = 92,0,20>
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for some linear polynomial p,, € C[y]. Also, notice that

G3,xo = 0J1,n,20 ©91,n—1,20 © " © g1,1,29
and
G4,:1:0 = 92n,20 ©92,n—1,20 © " * © g2,1,29
are non-special as well. Furthermore,
Prep(G3 4,) = Prep(Ga z,)
and
91n,x0 = 91,0,20>
92.n,20 = 92,0,20-
Thus, we have, similarly,
GB,zO =010 G4,zo

for a non-constant linear polynomial oy fixing the Julia set of G4 ., and
hence

(4.23) 91,0,z © Vzg = 01 © §2,0,z¢5
for some linear polynomial v, € C[y]| by Theorem .8 Now, by Lemma [£.6]
we have in particular that there exists a non-constant linear polynomial o’
such that
01 0 G4,x0 = G4,x0 o O'/.

Thus, Theorem [4.8 implies that there exists a non-contant linear polynomial
o” such that

01 °92n,20 = 92,n,20 © o

Now, we can abuse the notation and write Equation (£23]) simply as

(4.24) 91,029 © Vg = 92,020,

for some non-constant linear polynomial v,, by combining two linear maps
Vg, and o”.

Subcase 1. Suppose there are infinitely many xg € S such that both
of g1(xg,y) and go(zo,y) are not linearly related to power maps. Lemma
implies that for infinitely many xg € S there exists non-constant linear
polynomials ¢z, (y), Vs, (y) € Cly], a polynomial hy,(y) € Cly] which is not
a power map, non-negative integer sg and positive integer ty such that

¢xo o gl,O,Io o gbq;_ol = ¢:Bo o ysohxo (yto)a

¢x0 © 92,0,z © ¢;01 = wﬂﬁo © 66y80h$0 (yto)
where ¢ is to-th root of unity. Then, since there are only finitely many pairs
of integers (so,tp), where sy is non-negative and ¢ is positive satisfying
so,to < deg,(g1(z,y)),, by the pigeonhole principle there exists a pair of
(s,t) such that for infinitely many zy € S the above hold with (s,t) in place
of (sg,t0). Now, Lemma (7] implies that there exists non-constant linear

polynomials ¢(x,y), ¥ (z,y) € C(z)[y] such that
¢ogi(z,y)od™! =voeyhlz,y)
¢oga(xz,y) o ¢! =y oyh(z,y)



26 CHATCHAI NOYTAPTIM AND XIAO ZHONG

for some h(x,y) € C(x)[y], non-negative integer s, positive integer ¢ and t-th
root of unity e.

If e =1, then F' = G and we are done, so we assume that € # 1. Now,
G120 = 0 0 Ga 4, implies that

Jin—120 00 ¢~ (f(0),y) 0 ¥ (f(w0),y) © ey*h(f (o), ("))
O(ﬁ(f(.%’o), y) © (ﬁil(.%'o, y) © 1/1(9007 y) © eysh(xo, yt) © ¢($0, y)
=00 gan 120 00 (f(x0),y) o ¥(f(0),y) o y”h(f(0), (y"))

(4.25) op(f(x0),y) © 6™ (w0,y) 0 ¥ (wo,y) 0 y*h(xo, y") © ¢(x0,y).
By Theorem (4.8 and the right cancellation, this implies
(4.26)

¢(f (x0), y)od ™" (w0, y)ovp(wo, y)oeyoy™ (xo,y)od (w0, y)od ™' (f (20),y) € G(y*h(f (20),4")),

which is a finite cyclic group. Since we know that ey € G(y*h(f(x0),y')), we
further have that

o(f(x0),y) 0 ¢ (w0, y) 0 (20, y) = c1y

is a multiplication by a constant ¢; in C* since we assumed that € # 1.

Notice that this holds for every point in the periodic cycle of z¢ by re-
peating the argument above with f*(zp) in place of xy and therefore, we
have

(4.27) S(f ™+ (20),y) 0 7 (f'(20). y) 0¥ (20, y) = cir1y

for some constant ¢; 1 € C* for every positive integer i.
Thus, we have for any positive integer m, denote

(4.28) G1mwo = 91,m,z0 © *** © 91,0,20

(429) G2,m,zo = 092m,xg © " © 392,029

and we have

Gimazo = O(F™H(@0),y) " 0 emr1ey® h(F™(20), y") © cmey*h(f™  (20),y")
(4.30)
-0 Cleysh(x(]a yt) o ¢($0, y),

GQ,m,aﬂo = ¢(fm+1(x0)a y)il % Cm+1ysh(fm($0)7 yt) © cmysh(fmil(x()% yt)
(4.31)
o---ocry*h(zo,y") o p(x0,y)-

Thus, there exists a pair of positive integers n,; and m,; only depending
on (s,t) such that

(4-32) Gl,ns,t,f’”svt(xo) © G27ms,t7$0 = Glyns,t+ms,t7$0'
This implies

Fnet (x07 y) o Gt (x07 y) = Fns’t-i_ms’t (.%'0, y)
Since it holds for infinitely many xg € S < Per(f). This implies

Fns,t o Gms,t — Fns,ters,t
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Subcase 2. Suppose there are at most finitely many zy € S such that both
of g1(xo,y) and ga(zo,y) are not linearly related to a power map. Then
there are infinitely many zo € S, such that for any z{, € Orby(z¢), we have
at least one of g1(xo,y) and go(xo,y) is linearly related to a power map.

Notice that a for zy € S, without loss of generality, such that g;(xo,y) is
linearly related to a power map, there exists a non-constant linear polyno-
mials 1, ¢z, € Cly] such that

rlzz)l'o ° g1 (any) o qsl'o = yd'
Then the fact that G(y?) is given by multiplying constants and Equation
(#£22]) and (4.24]) together imply that
Yaq © 92(%0,) © Gy = Caoy”

for some ¢, € C*. In particular, g2(z¢,y) is also linearly related to a power
map.

Thus, we can assume that there is an infinite subset S’ < S such that
for any zo € S’, we have g1(z(,y) and g2(z(,y) are both linearly related to
power maps for any x( € Orby(z¢). In particular, there exists non-constant
linear polynomials ¢, and ,, for each zg € Orby(S’), such that

rlzz)l'o ° g1 (any) o qsl'o = yda

,l/}x() © g2 ((L.Oa y) © ¢l‘0 = c$0yd'
Again, we assume that c;, # 1 except for at most finitely many z¢ €
Orby(S") as otherwise gi(z,y) = g2(x,y) and we are done.
Similarly as how we get Expression (£.26]) in Subcase I above,

Gl,zo =00 G2,:v0

implies, by Ritts’ decomposition, Theorem K8, and the right cancellation,
that

Bt iony © Vi © Cooll © P © Br(ag) € Gy,

which also holds after replacing xo with f?(xq) for any positive integer i.
Thus, for any positive integer 7,

-1 -1
¢fi+l(x0) o T/in(xo)

is a multiplication by a constant in C* for any zo € Orbs(S’). Thus, we
have that there are infinitely many xy € Per(f) such that

(4.33) Gl,xo = w;nlfl(ggo) © cl,ﬂ&oydn © ¢;01

(434) = ¢mo o C?,ondn o gb:;ola

for some ¢ 4,c2,, € C* and n € N is the period of zg, which implies
that G1 4, is linearly conjugated to y?". This leads us back to Case I and
contradicts our assumption in Case II. So we are done with the proof.

O
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Lemma 4.12. Let f(y), h(z) and g(x,y) be polynomials defined over C,
where g(x,y) has constant leading coefficients as a polynomial in Cly][x].

Let gi(x, y) denote gz, f(y)) and
Giyo () = gi(,90) 0+ 0 go(x,y0)-
Suppose that for any yo € Per(f), we have
Prep(Gpy—1,y,) = Prep(h)

where ng is the period of yo. We have that g(x,y) doesn’t depend on y and
Prep(g) = Prep(h).

Proof. Let’s first suppose that h is not a special polynomial. Then, from
[SS95], for any yo € Per(f), since Prep(Gpy—1,4,) = Prep(h), we have

J = J(Gno—l,yo) = J(h)

and there exists a polynomial p(x) only depending on J and automorphisms
o1, o2 preserving their Julia set such that Prep(p) = Prep(h) and

(4.35) Gro—1,40 = 010D,

(4.36) h = 090p™2.

In particular, let yo be a fixed point of f(y), we have the above implies that
deg,(g) = deg(p)™ for some positive integer m. Then, for any yq € Per(f) ,
we have, by Equation (£.35]), Theorem [A.§] that there exists a non-constant
linear polynomial fi,,(x) such that

m

(4.37) Lo © 9(,y0) = p™.

Similarly, let y1 = f(yo), we have, by the same argument as above with
y1 in place of vy,

(4.38) Gno—1(, 1) 0 -+ 0 go (@, y1) = 0 0 p™,

for some positive integer m/ and non-constant linear polynomial ¢} fixing
the Julia set of p. Notice that gn,—1(z,y1) = g(z,y0). Thus, by Theorem
4.8 again, we have that there exists a non-constant linear polynomial vy, (x)
such that

(4.39) g(@,yo) 0 vy, = oy o p™.
Now, combining Equation ([£37) and (£39), we have vy, € G(p™).

As h is not a special polynomial, we have G(p™) and the set of non-
constant linear polynomials fixing the Julia set of p are finite sets. Then, by
the pigeonhole principle and Equation (£39]), there exist non-constant linear
polynomials v and 7, where 7(J(p)) = J(p), such that there are infinitely
many yo € Per(f) satisfies

(4.40) g(x,yp) ov =T1op™.
Thus, we have g(z,y) € C[z] and therefore Prep(g) = Prep(h).

Suppose, on the other hand, that h is a special polynomial. Then after
a conjugation, we may assume h(z) = Sy, where Sy is either a power map
of degree d or one of {£+Ty} for some positive integer d > 1. Thus, for any
yo € Per(f), we again have that

(441) Gnofl,yo =010 Sdeg(G

nofl’yo)’
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where ng is the period of yg and o1 is an automorphism fixing the Julia set
of Sy which is either an interval or a circle. Now, the exactly same argument
from above by looking at Gpy—1,4,, where y; = f(yo) would give,

g9(z,y0) = 07 0 Sdeg, (g) © Vy_ol’
where v, and o7 are in G(S4eq (g))-
If Saeg, (g) € {+Tdeg, (g)}> then

g(Sdegx(g)) = {ix}

and we have again by the pigeonhole principle that there are infinitely many
yo such that
9(w,y0) = 7 © Taeg, (g) OV
where 7,v € {£x}. Thus, we are done in this case.
If Sdegx(g) is a power map, then from the assumption that g(x,y) has
a constant leading coefficient as a polynomial in C[y][z], we have that for
infinitely many yo € Per(f),

g(z, o) = cad®®:(9)

for a constant ¢ doesn’t depend on yg. Therefore, g(z,y) € C[x] and also
Prep(g) = Prep(h).
O

Lemma 4.13. Let Fi(z,y) = (f1(z),91(x,y)) and Fa(z,y) = (f2(x), g2(z,y))
be two polynomial skew-products defined over C such that deg(f1) = deg,(g1),
deg,(g2) = deg(f2) and g1(x,y), g2(x,y) have constant leading coefficients
as polynomials in y. Let (Fy, Fy) be the semigroup generated by composition
with generators Fy and Fs.

Suppose Prep(Fy) = Prep(Fy). Then for any pair of distinct Hy, Hy €
(Fy, Fy), there exists two elements F3(z,y) = (f(x), g3(x,y)) and Fy(x,y) =
(f(x),94(x,y)) in the semigroup (Hy, Ha), which can be represented by two
distinct sequence of composition of Hy and Ho, such that for any x¢ €

Per(f)(C), we have
Prep(G3ng—1,00(y)) = Prep(Gang—1,20(¥)),

where ng is the period of xy and

G3no—1,20 = 93,m0—1,20 © " ** © G3,0,20

G4,n071,mo = G4ng—1,29 © """ ©G4,0,20-
Proof. Since we have Prep(F}) = Prep(F»), in particular we have Prep(f;) =
Prep(f2). Then the first coordinates of H; and Hs, denoted as h; and ho,
also share the same set of preperiodic points. Then [BHPT24, Corollary
4.11] implies that (hy, hs) is not a free semigroup under composition and,

hence, there exits two sequence of integers i1, . .., i, and ji, ..., jn, in {1,2},
representing two distinct sequences of compositions of A1 and he, such that

f=fio-ofi, =fio-olf, €h,ha).
Let’s denote
Fy=F,o0-oF, =(f(z),g(29)),
Fy=Fjo-oF; = (f(2),9(zy)),
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where both F3 and Fy are in (Hy, Hy). We may assume Fj # F); as otherwise
the Lemma will trivially hold.
We are left to show that for every zg € Per(f)(C), we have

Prep(G&NO—l,xo (y)) = Prep(G47n0—17$0 (y))7
where ng is the period of zp. Fix a zg € Per(f)(C). Let L be a finitely
generated field extension of (Q containing zy. Let’s denote
Sy = Prep(Fy)(L) = Prep(F)(L) < L.

Notice that Prep(f) = Prep(fi1) = Prep(fz) and S; is a finite set by the
Northcott property of the height function introduced by Moriwaki [Mor00].
Let S; € S7 be the subset of S7 with the first coordinate equal to xg. We

assume that Sy is not empty by enlarging L if necessary. Notice that, We
have F5(S7) € S1 and Fy(S7) € S1. Now,

FZ?O (x’ y) = (fno (x)a GB,“O*LJB(y))’

Ffo(x,y) = (f"(2), Gang-1,0(y))-
Thus

since f"(xg) = xo. Let m,(S2) < L
second coordinate. We have

G3,n9—1,20 (T (52)) < 7y (S2),

Gano—1,20(Ty(52)) < my(52).
Therefore m,(S2) S Prep(G3.n9—1,20) N Prep(Ga ng—1,2,). Notice that if we
enlarge the field L, the size of m,(S2) will keep increasing. Since the above
argument holds for any large enough finitely generated field extension L of @,
we conclude that G3 ,,—1,z, and G4 ny—1,4, share infinitely many preperiodic
points. Then the unlikely intersection [BD11, Theorem 1.2] implies that

Prep(G3.n9—1,20) = Prep(Gang—1,20)-
0

Corollary 4.14. Let Fy(z,y) = (fi(x),91(x,y)) and Fa(z,y) = (f2(x), g2(x,y))
be polynomial skew products defined over C such that deg(f1) = deg,(g1),
deg,(g2) = deg(f2) and g1(z,y) and g2(x,y) have constant leading coeffi-
cients as a polynomial in C[z][y]. Then Prep(Fy) = Prep(Fy) implies the
semigroup {Fy, Fy) generated by composition doesn’t contain non-abelian free
subsemigroup.

Proof. Borrowing the notations from Lemma [£.T3] Lemma [ 13l implies that
for any subsemigroup of (F, F») generated by two distinct elements, denoted
as Hy and Ho, we can find two elements F3 and Fy € (Hy, Hs), represented
by two distinct sequences of compositions of H; and Hs, such that

Fg(.%',y) = (f(x),gg(m,y)),
Fy(z,y) = (f(2), 94(z,9)),

and, moreover, for any xg € Per(f), we have

Prep(G?),nofl,:Bo (y ) = Prep(G4,nofl,Io (y))7
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where ng is the period of xg. Now, Proposition [£1T] implies that (F3, Fy) is
not a free semigroup under composition. Thus, (H;, Hs) is not free. Then we
conclude that (Fp, Fy) doesn’t contain any non-abelian free subsemigroup.

O

Proposition 4.15. Suppose Fi(z,y) = (fi(x),91(z,y)) and Fy(z,y) =
(g2(x,y), fa(y)) are two polynomial skew products defined over C. Suppose
g1 and go have constant leading coefficients as polynomials in C[z][y] and
Cly][z] respectively and deg(f1) = deg,(g1), deg(f2) = deg,(g2). Suppose
Prep(Fy) = Prep(F), then we have the semigroup (Fy,Fy) generated by
compositions doesn’t contains a non-abelian free subsemigroup.

Proof. The assumption implies that for any yo € Per(f2), we have

Gono—1,50 = 92(2, " (yo)) 0 -+ 0 ga(z, y0)

sharing the same set of preperiodic points with fi(z). Thus, Lemma [1.12]
implies go(x,y) is actually a function only depending on z, i.e., ga(x,y) =

g2(x). Therefore, Fy(x,y) = (g2(x), f2(y)), where deg(ga) = deg(f2), and
applying Corollary E14] we conclude the proof of the proposition. O

Corollary 4.16. Let Fy and Fy be two reqular polynomial skew products de-
fined over C. If Prep(F}) = Prep(F), then the semigroup {(Fy, Fy) generated
by compositions doesn’t contain a non-abelian free subsemigroup.

Proof. If for some choice of coordinate (z,y) of A%, Fy(z,y) = (fi(z), g1(x,y))
and Fy(z,y) = (f2(z),g2(z,y)), ie., they are preserving the same A! fib-
eration, then we can directly apply Corollary £14] to conclude the proof.
Suppose otherwise, that there exists the choices of coordinates (z,y) and
(z,w) such that Fiy(z,y) = (fi(z),g1(z,y)) and Fa(z,w) = (f2(2), g2(2, w)).
If V(x) and V' (2) are parallel to each other then we are back to the first case
by representing (z,w) as a function of (z,y). So, we assume that (z, z) gives
another coordinate of A%. Thus, under this new coordinate, we can write

Fl(x’ Z) = (fl(x)’ hl(x’ Z))’

Fy(z,2) = (ha(x, 2), fa(2)),
where f1 € Clz], fa € C[z], hi(z, 2), ha(x, z) € C[z, z] such that they have

constant leading coefficients as elements in C[x][z] and C|z][z] respectively
and deg(f1) = deg,(h1), deg(f2) = deg,(h2). Now, we can apply Proposi-
tion to conclude the proof. O

Remark 4.17. Notice that for F; and F5, satisfying the assumptions of
Corollary 416 above, if Prep(F}) # Prep(F:) then there exists a positive
integers ¢ such that

(F{,F3)
is a free subsemigroup by [BHPT24, Theorem 1.3]. Therefore, the semigroup

(Fy, Fy) containing a non-abelian free subsemigroup or not is completely
determined by whether Prep(F}) and Prep(F3) are agree.



32 CHATCHAI NOYTAPTIM AND XIAO ZHONG

5. ARITHMETIC DYNAMICS OF POLYNOMIAL SKEW PRODUCTS

5.1. Arithmetic properties of canonical height for polynomial skew
products. Most of presented results (especially, the construction of height
associated to polynomial skew products) in this section are largely inspired
from [DFR23|, §1] whose proof are included for the completeness for the
reader in Appendix [Al

Let (z,y) be affine coordinates on the affine place A%. Recall that a
polynomial skew product on C? of degree d > 2 is a map of the form f(x,y) =
(p(x),q(x,y)), where p and g are polynomials of degree d. For each n > 1,
we write f"(z,y) = (p"(z),¢" (2,y)).

Proposition 5.1. For each place v € M, there exist constants Cy,,Cl > 1
such that

| o1 -l oz} _ o,
(5.1 max{ [}, [y]o 19

for all x,y € C,. Moreover, for all but finitely many v, we can take C, =
Cl=1.

This readily yields the v-adic Green’s function associated to the polyno-
mial skew product f.

Corollary 5.2. The sequence of function
1
9ron(®,y) = 2o log™ |f" (@, 9)]o
converges uniformly on C2 to a continuous function 9fu(x,y). It is custom-
ary to denote log™ (-) := max{log(-), 0}.

We record some useful properties of the function gy, (z,y).
Proposition 5.3. For each place v € Mg, the continuous function g, :
C2 — Rxq satisfies

(1) gfw © f(:r:,y) = dgf,v(x’y);
(2) lgpolz,y) —log™ [(z,y)ls] < Co/(d —1);
(3) {(z,y) € C : grol(x,y) = 0} = {(z,y) € CF : | /" (2, 9)]» = O(1)}.

To ease notation, we write gy in place of g when v is archimedean.
Consider a lift F' on C> of a polynomial skew product f that extends to
IP’(QCU. More precisely, we write p(z,2) = 2% (g) and §(z,y, z) = 2% (g, %) .
The degree d homogeneous map F which lifts f to C3 is

F(x’y’ Z) = (ﬁ(x’z)aéi(x’y’ Z)’Zd)'

In homogeneous coordinates, the inequality (B.I) can be expressed as

1/} < maX{|ﬁ(m,z)|v, |Q(xayaz)|v? |Z|g} < Cv-
max{|z]y, |Ylo |2]v}

Define the homogeneous local Green function G, : C3\{(0,0,0)} — R
associated to the global lift F' by

1
Gro(z,y,2) = lim —7log |F™(2,y, 2)].-
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In addition, we obtain some useful properties of the homogeneous local dy-
namical height function:

Proposition 5.4. The function GF,, satisfies the following properties:

(1) Gpy is continuous on C3\{(0,0,0)}, Gre is a plurisubharmonic
function on C3, and the convergence is uniform on a compact subset
of C)\{(0,0,0)};

2) Gro(Az, Aw, Xt) = log |A| + Grp(z,y, 2);

3) Grwo F' = dGFry;

1) |Gra(, 9, ) — log max{zhu, [ylo, [2ho}] < log Co/(d — 1);

5) Krw = {(2,y,2) € C3: Gpy(,y,2) < 0} is the filled Julia set of F.

Consider a line bundle O(1) — P%.. Here we identify the space of sections
on Opz2(1) with the space of linear polynomials of the form agz + a1y + asz
where each a; € K. On the trivialization of the line bundle over {z # 0}
the section is given by Mﬂw Likewise for affine charts {y # 0} and
{z # 0}. We can endow a line bundle Op2(1) with a metric which induced
by G'r, in the sense that for any section s := agz + a1y + a2

Isllo([z 2y : 2]) = |aox + a1y + agz|,e”CFe.

It is clear that the definition is well-defined because G, scales logarithmi-
cally Proposition [5.4(2). That is, for X = [z :y:2] € P4 and A e K*

Is]lo(AX) = [s(AX)] e~ CFe(X)
= [Auls(X)]ye 108 Mlve=Cro
= [s(X)[ve™ " = [s]o(X).
For each X := (z,y,2) € (K)3\{(0,0,0)}, we define
hir(X) = degl(/l’) Z_: Z NyGrp(X).
X'eGal(K/K)-x v€Mk

As usual, Gal(K/K) is the absolute Galois group of K over K and deg X :=
|Gal(K/K) - X| is the cardinality of the Galois orbit of X. It is worth-
while to point out that hp is well-defined by the product formula. That

is, hp(z,y,2) = hp(Az, Ay, A2) for any A € K. As a result, we also have a
well-defined hy : IP)% — R.

Proposition 5.5. For any (x,y) € AZF, we write

hf(x,y) = # Z ( Z Nvgf,v(x/ay/)> :

- d ) K
cg(z,y) («/y)eGal(K/K)-(x,y) \veMK

The canonical height function hy : A% — R associated to the polynomial
skew product f satisfies the properties:

(1) h¢(x,y) is non-negative.

(2) hyo f(z,y) = (deg f)hs(,y).

(3) hy(z,y) — h(z,y) = O(1) where h is the Weil height on A%.

(4) PrePer(f) = {hy = 0}.
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The proof of items (1), (2), and (3) are standard while (4) follows from
Northcott’s theorem (cf. [Sil07, Theorem 3.22]). As one might expect,
preperiodic points of polynomial skew products can be detected locally at
each place v e Mk.

Lemma 5.6. (Local-to-global principle for polynomial skew products) Let
f be any polynomial skew product defined over a number field K. Then
(x,y) € AQK is f-preperiodic if and only if all Galois conjugates of (x,y) are
contained in in the filled Julia set {gs, = 0} for all ve Mk.

For archimedean v (C, = C), the positive current T := dd°gy extends to
the positive current on IP’(% which we still denoted by T'. To see this, the
homogeneous Green’s function G uniquely determines the positive (1,1)-
current 7' on P4 by 7*T := dd°Gr where 7 : C3\{(0,0,0)} — P? is the
projection. We have T' = dd°(GF o s) where s is a holomorphic section of
m on an open set. The current T is independent of the holomorphic section
s. The support of T is the complement of the Fatou set of f. The wedge
product py :=T AT is a well-defined equilibrium measure on the compact
set {gr = 0}. This is the complex Monge-Ampere measure in the sense of
Bedfor-Taylor [BT76]. For more details, the reader may consult [FS99, §3,
§8] and [Jo99, §1].

For nonarchimedean v, Chambert-Loir [CLII §1.3] constructed a non-
archimedean analogue of the complex Monge-Ampere measure py. Roughly
speaking, the (non-archimedean) Monge-Ampere measures of the function
9.0 is assigned to be the positive measure ¢; (Op2(1), || 4,.,)"?. Note that the
metric |- ||y, , on line bundle Op2(1) is associated to gy, via ||y, , 1= e797»
where the section s corresponds to the constant function 1 on affine analytic
space A%fﬂ — Péfn.

We assert that the set {gs,(x,y) = 0} is the polynomially convex hull of
supp(/if,)-

Lemma 5.7. For each v € Mg, the filled Julia set Kc,(f) of polynomial
skew product f is the largest compact set in Aé’:m such that

sup |P|= sup |P]
Ke, (f) supp(tf,v)

for all P e C,[X,Y].

Proposition 5.8. Let K be a number field and let f be a polynomial skew
product defined over K of degree = 2. Suppose that {(zn, yn)}n=1 is a generic
sequence of algebraic points in A% which satisfies

fn(xm yn) = C(xm yn)
for all n € N where ¢ : A2 — A? is a polynomial map. Then
nh_r)rgo hi(xpn,yn) = 0.

Proof. The proof follows along the same lines as explained in Proposition [Z.4]
and Proposition We sketch an idea here. Using the invariant property
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of height associated to skew product polynomial f (cf. Proposition (£.5)(3)),
we have

(5.2) hy(f"(@n,yn)) = (deg(f))" hf (2, yn)-
Now, we can fix an embedding A% — ]P’% and so
(5.3) h(c(@n, yn)) < (deg )l (zn, yn) + O(1)

(see Hindry-Silverman [HS00, §B.2]). Combining equation (5.2)) and inequal-
ity (53)), we obtain

((deg f)n - deg c)hf(xmyn) < O(l)

The implicit constant is independent of n. Taking n — oo, we conclude that
the sequence {(xn,yn)} is f-dynamically small (i.e., h¢(zy,yn) — 0). O

5.2. Common zeros of polynomial skew products.

Proposition 5.9. For any polynomial skew product f of degree = 2. The
collection {gy.,} defines a semipositive adelic metric on Op2(1) in the sense
of Definition 2.4,

Proof. This follows immediately from Proposition[5.1], Proposition5.3], Propo-
sition (.4l and Proposition O

Proposition [.9] allows us to apply arithmetic equidistribution of Yuan
and Zhang. We state here a version of points of small dynamical height.
The proof is identical to Theorem 2.8

Theorem 5.10. (Equidsitribution for points of small height of polynomial
skew products) Let f be a polynomial skew product defined over a number
field K such that deg f = 2. Suppose that {(xy,yn)} is a generic sequence
on IF’% such that hy(xp,yn) — 0 with respect to the arithmetic canonical
height hy. Then, for any place v € My, the sequence of probability measure
supported equally on the Galois orbit of (Tn,yn)

1 Z 52/

—
eg(ﬂjn’ yn) ZleGal(F/K)-(l'nvyn)
converges weakly to pis, on the Berkovich analytic space P%_ Cy-

Proof of Theorem [I.6. We proceed by means of contradiction. Suppose that
there exists a generic sequence {p;};>1 such that for every i there exist
integers m; and n; so that F # C' and G™ # C, and

(5.4) F™i(p;) = G™(pi) = C(pi)

Our goal is to show that [’ and G are compositionally dependent. First, we
notice that m; and n; must tend to oo as ¢ — c0. Since F' and G are poly-
nomials skew products with respect to some coordinate choices respectively,
proposition 5.8 asserts that the generic sequence {p;};>1 must be dynami-
cally small with respect to both F' and G. Let’s first work with a coordinate
of A% such that p; = (4, ;) and F is a polynomial skew product with respect
to this coordinate. Then, these imply

lim hF(pz) =0.
1—00
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Applying the arithmetic equidistribution of small points of polynomial skew
products, Theorem .10l we have

. 1
- - Z 0y = Z 9p
A8 b0) @iy gy OB @iy

converges weakly to ug, at all places v € Mg as n approaches infinity.
Similarly, we can also choose a coordinate of A? such that G is a polynomial
skew product, denote as (z,w) and notice that (z,w) = o(z,y) where o is
an affine linear automorphism defined over K. Then we have

1 1
I o Y P S B S
deg(zn’ wn) z'eGal(K/K)-(zn,wn) deg(a(mn, yn)) 2'eCal(K/K)-0(n,yn)
(5.5) 1 1
= — (50— )= T 52/,
deg (. yu) 2 ) Teglamn) 22

z'eo(Gal(K/K)-(xn,yn)) 2'€Gal(K/K)-(Zn,yn)

since deg(zy,yn) = deg(o(x,,yn)) as o is a bijection defined over K, and
this converges weakly to pq, at all places v € Mg as n approaches infinity.
Thus

HFyv = UG-

We know, by Lemma [5.7] that the v-adic filled Julia sets of F' and G must
coincide. For each v € M, it must hold true that

{p:9rvp) =0} ={p:gc.(p) =0}

Notice that g, and gg,, are defined with respect to the coordinate (x,y)
and (z,w) respectively. The local-to-global property (cf. Lemma [5.6]) then
implies that F' and G must share the same set of preperiodic points, i.e.,
Prep(F) = Prep(G). Corollary yields the compositional dependence of
F and G. Hence this gives rise to a contradiction. The proof completes. [

APPENDIX A. PROOFS OF ARITHMETIC PROPERTIES ASSOCIATED TO
POLYNOMIAL SKEW PRODUCTS

Proof of Proposition [51]. This follows closely Silverman [Sil07, Theorem 3.11].
For any positive number m, we set

50(m) = {m, if v is archimedean

1, if v is non-archimedean

For any polynomial ¢, we define |¢|, to be the maximum of v-adic coefficients of ¢.
Consider

(A1) p(e)lo =

d
S, ane
N=0

<0,(d+1) max laxlufal! < iyl

v
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where C ,, := 0,(d + 1)|p|,. Similarly, we derive

Lol 02
Z biyi ™y

i1+i0=d

‘q(xay”v =

v

1
<0, (0 200+ 1)) e ol bl )
12

1,

(A.2) < Cypmax{|z)y, |y, }

where Cy, = &, (3(d+2)(d+1))|gl,. Thus by inequalities (AI) and
(A.2), there exists C\, = 1 so that
max{[p(z)]v. [g(z, y)lo} < Co max{|zlo, |ylo}".

This establishes an upper bound for inequality (5I). On the other hand,
the lower bound of (5.I)) is a consequence of Nullstellensatz. There exists
e = 0 such that z¢ is in the ideal generated by p, i.e., ¢ € (p). Thers is a
polynomial r € C[z] so that ¢ = pr with degree of r is e — d. Then

25 = [p(x)r(@)[5 < (1 + e = d)lrlolalsp(x)l,
Dividing both sides by |z[¢~¢, we obtain
(A.3) Clolzld < [p(@)lo

where Cf , := Likewise for ¢, there exists ¢/ > 0 such that

1
0y (1+e—d)|r|y "
¢y € (q). Then there exists s1,s2 € C[z,y] satisfying ¢ = ¢s; and
ye’ = ¢s9. Note that deg s; = deg so = ¢/ — d. Thus
max{|zly, [ylv}® = max{[gsi|v, [gs2v}

< 8y(1 + e — d) max{|s1 ]y, |sal,} max{|z|u, |ylo} g (2, y)|o

Rearranging, we have

(A.4) O3, max{|z[v, [ylo}? < la(z,y)|

’ _ 1 .. . .
where Cj, = S AT d max(sillsals]” Combining inequalities (A.3]) and

(A.4), there exists C}, satisfying

Cymax{|z|y, [y|s} < max{|p(z)lv, |q(z,y)|o}-

This completes the proof of inequality (B.I). The second part of the state-
ment basically asserts that if f has a good reduction at v, then

1z 9)lo = 1z )5

More details about the definition of good reduction, the reader may refer
[BR10), Definition 10.3]. O

Proof of Corollary[5.2. Tt follows from standard telescoping argument. For
each place v € M, there exists (existence due to Proposition [5.1]) a uniform
constant C' > 1 such that

(A.5) [log™ [[f (=, ) |o — dlog™ [[(z,y) o] < C
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for all z,y € C,. Note that we may take C := max{log C,, —log C!}. Here
log™ H(ﬂ:,y)Hv = log max{1, ||y, |y|v } Now, let n > m > 0 and compute

_ + n o + m

T 10g LF™ (2 )]l dm log™ || f™(z, y)lv
N + 1 + | pi—1
= —log £ @) = —= log™ [ £ (@, )]
“1
}]Emywwxwmfm%ﬂwlmyw|
ng (using (Z3))

The last quantity can be made arbitrary small. Thus the sequence {d~"log™ || f"(x,y)|.}
is Cauchy in R and hence converges which we denote the limiting as

1
gv(z,y) = lim —>logmax{l, [p(z)]s, lg(z, y)lo}.

It is clear that g, (z,y) is continuous on C2 as the sequence Ju,n 1S continuous.
Now, we see that (1) and (3) are clear from the limit definition of g¢,,. Notice
that (3) asserts that the local Green’s function of polynomial skew product f
vanish exactly the set at which f has bounded forward orbit. The statement
(2) is basically taking m = 0 in the telescoping argument. U

Proof of Proposition[5.7). For (1), it can be derived similarly as in [HP94]
Theorem 2.1]. Roughly speaking, the uniform convergence is a standard
telescoping argument. For archimedean v = oo, we know that a limit of
plurisubharmonic function is again plurisubharmonic, so G, is plurisub-
harmonic. Also, the contiuity of G, follows as being the uniform limit of
continuous funciton. For (2), we can easily compute

Gro(Az, Ay, \z) = nh_r)rgod—nlogmax{\()\t)d P (x/z)|v,()\z)d q (x/z,y/z),\()\z)d v}

1 mn mn mn mn
= Jim 1 log |\, + lim logmax((=” b (x/)le. |2 a(a /2. 5/2) 2|}
= Ay + Gro(z,y, 2).

Now (3) is an easy algebra, that is

1 .
Gro(F(e,y,2)) = lim —log |F"(F(z,y,2))l,

log |[F"* (2,9, 2) | = dGru(z,y, 2).

= hm % gntl

The inequality (4) is a basic telescoping argument. For (5), the filled Julia
set Kp, can be interpreted as the unit ball in C3 with respect to the homo-
geneous Green function G, in light of [BR06, Lemma 3.7]. The proof of our
statement follows their idea along the same line. In detail, if (z,y, z) € Kp,,
there exists M > 0 such that |F"(z,y,2)|, < M for all n and therefore

Groy(z,y,2) < lim an log M = 0. For the reverse inequality, we may sup-
n—0oo
pose (z,y,2) ¢ Kp,. Then for sufficiently large enough ng there is a radius
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R, such that |F™(x,y,z)|, > R,. An easy induction argument yields the
desired inequality. O

Proof of Lemma[54. For any (z,y) € A%, we take a finite extension L of K
so that (z,y) € AZ. Then proposition 5.5(4) asserts that

(z,y) € Prep(f) <= hys(z,y) = 0.

Recall that the canonical height function h; is decomposed as the local
Green’s function g, and gy, is a nonnegative function. The fact that
hf(z,y) = 0 implies gf,(27,y°) = 0 for all v € Mk and all o : L? —
C2. Now, Proposition [5.3[(3) ensures that all Galois conjugates of (z,y) are
contained the v-adic filled Julia set of f at all places v € Mk. U

Proof of Lemma [5.7. The proof idea is exactly the same as described in
[DF17, Lemma 6.3]. We include here for the convenience of the reader.

First note that supp(uys,) © Kc,(f) and so  sup |P| < sup |P|. It
supp (i f,v) Key, ()
remains to verify the reverse inequality. Set

Co= sup |P|
supp(pf,v)

Let € > 0. We then define

__ oy 1P
Jfw ‘= MaAX § gf 4, 108 C0+6 .

The function gy, is continuous non-negative function on A%v which induces
a continuous semipositive metric on O(1). Near supp(pf.), we have gz, =
gfv- Applying [DE17, Corollay A.2], the Monge-Ampere measures of g¢,
and g7, must coincide. Hence g7, — gr, must be constant by a result of
Yuan-Zhang [YZ17, Corollary 2.2 (Calabi Theorem)], so gry, = gfo. It
follows that

1P|

Co+e
On the filled Julia set K¢, (f), we obtain
1P|

OgCo-l—e’:‘

log < 9fo-

<0

It is not hard to see that

sup |P|< sup |P|+e.
Ke, (f) supp(fef,v)

Letting ¢ — 0, we conclude

sup |P| < sup |P]
Ke, (f) supp (g, )

as desired. O
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