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Abstract. Let K be a field and ¢(z) € K[z] be a polynomial. Define ®(z) := L. €
)

¢(2)
K(z). For n € N*, let the n-th iterate of ®(z) be defined as ®™(z) = Podo--- 0 d(z).
—_—

n times

We express the ®(™)(z) in its reduced form as ®(z) = g’“ig;, where f,, 4(2) and gp ¢(2)

are coprime polynomials in K[z]. A polynomial ¢(z) € K]lz] is called inversely stable

over K if every gy 4(2) in the sequence {g, 4(2)}52; is irreducible in K[z]. This paper

n=1
investigates the inverse stability of the binomials ¢(z) = 2¢ + ¢ over K.
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1. Introduction and main result

Let K be a field, and let ¢(z) € K(z) be a non-constant rational function. Let
the n-th iterate of ¢(z) be defined as ¢ (2) = popo---0¢(z). Let P'(K) denote
N—_— —

n times
the one-dimensional projective space. We write [1 : 0] € P!(K) as co. For a given
a € P(K) and each n > 1, write ¢((2) = 5:8, where f,(z) and g,(z) € K|[z] are
coprime polynomials. In 2017, R. Jones and L. Alon [§] introduced the following

notation. Let o € K. The pair (¢, «) is said to be eventually stable over K if the
number of irreducible factors, counting multiplicity, of f,(2) — agn(z) in K|[z] is
bounded independently of n. Similarly, (¢, 00) is called eventually stable over K
if the number of irreducible factors, counting multiplicity, of ¢,(z) in K[z] remains
bounded as n increases. Furthermore, we say ¢ is eventually stable if (¢,0) is
eventually stable. The stability of polynomials has attracted the attention of many
researchers (see for example [1], [3],[5],[6],[12], [13],[14]).
R. Jones and L. Alon [§] proposed the following conjecture:

Conjecture 1 (Everywhere Eventual Stability Conjecture). Let ¢ € K(z) be of
degree d > 2, and suppose that o € P(K) is not periodic under ¢.

(i) If K is a number field, then (¢, «) is eventually stable over K.
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JrCorrespondimg author.
E-mail addresses: 864157905@qq.com (Y. Gao), qingzhji@nju.edu.cn (Q. Ji)

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2501.07409v1

(ii) If K is a function field and (¢, «) is not isotrivial, then (¢, a) is eventually
stable over K.

R. Jones and L. Alon [§] further demonstrated that this conjecture follows from
the Dynamical Lehmer Conjecture, which concerns height functions in arithmetic
dynamics.

In 2024, K. Cheng [2] introduced a related concept. Let K be a field, and let ¢(z) €

K|[z] be a non-constant polynomial. Define ®(z) := ﬁ € K(z). For each n > 1,
write @™ (z) = gz:zgz;, where f, 4(2) and ¢, 4(2) € K|z]| are coprime polynomials.
¢(z) € Klz] is said to be inversely stable over K if all polynomials in the sequence

{gn.6(2)}o2, are irreducible over K.

K. Cheng [2] demonstrated that ¢(z) = 2P +az+b € F,[2] is inversely stable over
IF, if and only if @ = —1 and b # 0.

Moreover, it is easy to see that if ¢(z) € K]|z| is inversely stable over K, then
(ﬁ, oo) is eventually stable over K.

In this paper, we present several conditions for the polynomial ¢(z) = 2 + ¢ to
be inversely stable over the rational number field, function fields, and finite fields,

respectively.

Theorem 1.1. Let R be a unique factorization domain, and let U(R) denote the
unit group of R. Let d € N* with d > 2, and suppose ¢ ¢ uRP for all primesp | d and
u € U(R). Let K be the fraction field of R. If the polynomial ¢(z) = 2% + ¢ € R|[2]
is irreducible over K, then ¢(z) is inversely stable over K.

Corollary 1.2. Let d € N* with d > 2. Let ¢ € Z and ¢(z) = 2% + ¢ be irreducible
over Q. Then ¢(z) is inversely stable over Q if
(i) d is odd, or

(ii) d is even and c is not a square.

Theorem 1.3. Let K = F(t) be the rational function field in one variable over a
field F' of characteristic 0. Let d > 3, and let ¢ € R = F[t] with ¢ ¢ F. Suppose
#(2) = 2% + c is irreducible over K. Then ¢(z) is inversely stable over K.

Let K be a field. One says that f(z) € KJz] is stable if all iterates of f are
irreducible over K.

Theorem 1.4. ([9], Proposition 2.3.) Let K be a finite field of characteristic not
equal to two. A quadratic polynomial f(z) = az? + bz + ¢ € K|z] is stable if and
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only if the set
[—F Y ULF() =23, )

contains no squares, where v = —%.

In this paper, we establish the following similar result.

Definition 1.5. ([7], Definition 5.1) For m | ¢ — 1, a € [}, is m-free if the equality
a = B with 8 € F,, for any divisor d of m, implies d = 1.

Theorem 1.6. Let K =TF,. Let ¢(z) = 2% + ¢ € K|[z], where d > 2. Suppose that
¢(2) is irreducible over K.
Define the sequence:

ry=c, x9= (-1 +1), zpo=(-1)%x?, + o ne N

Tnt1
In

Then ¢ is inversely stable over K if and only if is rad(d)-free for every

n € N*, where rad(d) = T »

pld,p is prime
Corollary 1.7. Let n € N*, d = 2" and suppose p = 2"+ + 1 is a prime. Define
¢(2) = 2%+ c € F,2].
Then there are at least % (/D — 1)2 distinct values of ¢ € F, such that ¢(z) is

inversely stable over Fy,.

This paper is organized as follows: In §2, we shall give the proof of Theorem [Tl
In §3, we shall give the proof of Theorem [[L3l In §4, we shall give the proof of
Theorem and Corollary [L.7l

2. Proof of Theorem [I.T]

Let K be a field. A rational function ¢(z) = 58 € K(z) is a quotient of poly-

nomials f(z),g(z) € K|z] with no common factors. The degree of ¢ is degp =

max{deg f,deg g}. The rational function ¢ of degree d induces a rational map (mor-
phism) of the projective space P'(K),

p: PHEK) — PYE), o([X :Y]) = [Y'f(X/Y): Yg(X/Y)].

A point P € P'(K) is said to be periodic under ¢ if ¢ (P) = P for some n > 1.
We write [1: 0] € P!(K) as oco.



Lemma 2.1. Let d € N*, and let K be a field such that char(K) = 0 or char(K) > 0
with char(K) prime to d. Consider the polynomial ¢(z) = 2% + c € K[z],c # 0 and

define the rational function ®(z) = ﬁ € K(z). For each n € N*, denote the
n-th iterate of ® by ®™(z) = I 4’8), where [, 4(2) and g, 4(2) € K[z] are coprime
polynomials. If oo is not pemodzc under ®(z), then for any n € N*, the degree of
Gno(2) is d".

Proof. Note that the map ®™ : PY(K) — P'(K) is given by

01X 5v) = Vb3 ) Voo (3 )|

where e = deg®™(z2).
It follows that @™ ([a : 1]) = [fn.s(@) : gns(a)], and hence
d([a: 1)) = oo if and only if g,4(a) = 0.
By assumption we have oo ¢ (®)~(c0) for any n € N*. Thus, for n > 1,
(@) (o0) = {[a: 1] € PY(K) | 2([ax : 1]) = oo}
Thus,
(@) (00) = {[ar: 1] € PY(K) | gnp(a) = 0}
Next, we prove that #(®™)~!(c0) = d".
Since ®([X : Y]) = [Y?: X9+cY ], we have ®(00) = [0: 1] and ®([0: 1]) = [1 : ¢].
Since oo ¢ (®™)~1(00) for all n, neither [0 : 1] nor [1 : ¢] belong to (&™)~ (c0).
For any P = [1: t] € P}(K), we have
O(X:Y])=P ifandonlyif [Y?:X%+cY? =1[1:¢],
which simplifies to (3 ) +c—t = 0. Therefore, if t # ¢, it follows that #®~1(P) = d.
Hence,

‘(qﬂ”)‘l (oo)‘ —d and ‘(qﬂl“ ‘_d‘ (oo)‘

for any ¢ € N*. It follows that }((I)”)_l (00)| = d". Thus, gy has d" distinct roots
in K. Combining this result with deg(g, ) < d", we conclude that deg(g,4) = d"
for any n € N*. OJ

Lemma 2.2. Let F be a field, and let f(z) = 2 +m € Fl[z] be an irreducible
polynomial. Denote by F the algebraic closure of F, and let v € F be a root of f(z).

Let a,b,e,t € F with ae # 0. We denote by Np(,r the norm map associated with
the field extension F(v)/F. Then



N ay+b\ b+ (=1)%ma?
FOVEN ey ¥t )~ td4 (—1)4med”
Proof. The conjugates of %ﬂ are % fori=1,2,...,d, where v1,7, ...

are the roots of f(z) = 2% + m. The norm is

d
ay+b ay; +b

N = i
F(A’)/F(efijt) gefyi+t

Using the fact that f(z) = [[(z — ), we have
i=1

d d
H(a% +b) = a®(=1)%m + %, H(e% +1) = el(—1)%m + t4.
i=1 i=1

Therefore,

N ay+b\ b+ (—1)%ma?
FOEN eyt )~ ti4 (=1)dmed’

This completes the proof.

77d€F

O

Lemma 2.3. Let d € N* with d > 2, and let ¢ € R\ {0}, where R is a unique fac-

torization domain, and c is a non-unit element of R. Define a sequence of matrices

{A;}j=1 in Mayxo(R) by the following relations:

rr | e —1
Z1 Wi N 1 0 ’
and for j > 1,

A [%’H yj—l—l] _ [(—1)d0$;l+y§l (_1)d+1x§‘l]
1 = = .

(=1)dezd +wf (—1)*1z¢

Alz

Zj+1 Wit ]

Then the following statements hold:
(i) Foralln>1,

Tnpo = (=D)%al, + 27 ged(@nir, @) =1, Zagp1 = (=1)%,.

(ii) For alln > 1,

| Zon_1, ¢ | xon — (—1)%, ged (x%_l,c) =1.
c

(i) If ¢ ¢ uRP for all primes p | d and units u € R, then for alln > 1,

Ton—1 € uR?  for allp | d and units u € R.



if and only if x, # O for alln > 1.
If ¢ ¢ uRP for

(iv) oo is not periodic under ®(z) = ——

(v) Assume that oo is not periodic under the map ®(z) =

zd—l—c

all primes p | d and units u € R, then for all n > 1, we have
Tntl ¢ =K for all primesp | d.
x

Proof. (i) and (ii) are trivial from definition.

(iii). Assume that zo, 1 = uyr}" for some unit u; € R, where r; € R and prime

p1 | d. Then, we have
Loan—1
c- =it
CUq

are coprime elements in R. It follows that ¢ can

—1

By (ii), we know that ¢ and ==L
be written as ¢ = ugrh', where uy € R is a unit and ro € R. This contradicts the
assumption.

(iv). Define the sequences {a, tnen+ and {b, bnen+ in R as follows:
a; = O, bl = 1, apt+1 = bg, bn+1 = a‘i + Cbg

Then, @™ (00) = [a,, : by).
Now, observe that

bn+2:CbZ+1+biz, 61:1, bg:C.

It is obvious that xo, 1 = by,, T2, = (—1)%s, 1. Hence, oo is not periodic under
® if and only if x,, # 0 for all n > 1.

mn+1

(v). Assume € +K? for some prime p | d. Since ged(zp41,7,) = 1, it follows

that there exist unlts us, ug € R such that
Tni1 €EusRP and 1z, € uyRP.

By (iii), this situation is impossible.
O

Lemma 2.4. ([I0], Theorem 8.1.6.) Let K be a field, d > 2 an integer, and a € K.
The polynomial X? + a is irreducible over K if and only if a ¢ —KP for all primes
p dividing d, and a ¢ 4K* whenever 4 | d.

Proof of Theorem [L.1]
Firstly, we claim that the irreducibility of the polynomial ¢(z) = 2¢ + ¢ over K
implies that oo is not periodic under .
If —c € K4, then 2 + ¢ = 2% — (—¢) is reducible over K. Therefore, —c ¢ K.
We verify the initial terms of the sequence {z,}n,en+, 1 = ¢ # 0 and xy =
(—=1)%(c™t + 1) # 0; otherwise, we would have —c = (%)d € K¢
6



Now, we proceed by induction on n to prove that x,, # 0 for all n € N*. Assume
d
Tn, #0and 2,01 #0. If £,,0 =0, then —c = <— i ) € K% This contradicts the

Tn41

assumption —c ¢ K¢. Thus, x,, # 0 for all n € N*.
By Lemma (iv), oo is not periodic under ®. We complete the proof of the

claim.

Let {Q;}i>1 be a sequence in P*(K) such that ®(Q;) = oo and ®(Q;11) = Q; for
all ¢ > 1. Since oo is not periodic under ®, and ®(oco) = [0 : 1], we can express each
Q; as Q; = [B; : 1], where 3; € K and 3; # 0 for all i € N*. Thus, we have

6(B) =0, ¢(Bi1) = ﬁi

It is clear that 3, is a root of the polynomial g, 4(z). Next, we claim that 2%+ c— 2

Bn
is irreducible over K (3,,) for every n > 1. We shall prove this claim by induction on

n.
By Lemma 2.2] we have

Cﬁl —1 Cd+1 +1 FED)
N = — (—1)42=
K(&)/K( G ) . (=D
where 77 and z» are as defined in Lemma 2.3l
Using Lemma 2.3] (v), we deduce that (—l)di—j ¢ +K? for all primes p | d, and

hence
cf—1
e

Obviously, if 4 | d and Cﬁé—l_l € 4K(p)*, then Cﬁé—l_l € K(B1)?* and (—1)'22 ¢
K?, which also contradicts Lemma 23] (v). So % ¢ 4K(p;)*, when 4 | d. By
Lemma [2.4], the claim holds for n = 1.

Therefore, [K(f2) : K(51)] = d.

Assume that [K(f5;) : K(Bi—1)] = d for each 2 < i < n. We will prove that
[K(Bni1) : K(B,)] = d. This means that we will prove that z¢ + ¢ — 2 is irreducible

over the field K(83,). Since the polynomial z¢ + ¢ — é is irreducible over the field
K(;) for each j satisfying 1 < j < n — 1, and since K(Bj1+1) = K(5;)(Bj41), it

follows from Lemma that

¢ —K(5)? for all primes p | d.

B + yl) _ Y185 + Y
21Bj41 + wy 214155 + wig

forany 1 < j <n—1and [ € N*, where x;, y;, 2z, and w; are the terms of index [

NK(Bj+1)/K(ﬁj) (

in the sequence defined in Lemma 2.3l (Note that we have previously proved that
r, = (=1)2,41 # 0 for any n € N*.)



This implies that

x1Fn + yl) _ Zofn—1+ Yo
21 Bn + wn 29n—1 + W

T2fn1 + y2) _ x3Bn2t+ Y3

NK(B2)/K (Br-1) (

N —
Klfn—1)/K(fn—2) <Z2ﬁn—1 + wo 230p—2 + W3

N (82)/K (81) <Zn_1ﬁ2 twp1/)  zaBi 4wy

By Lemma 2.2 and the fact ¢(z) = 2? + ¢ is irreducible over K, we obtain

xn—lﬁ2 + yn—l) o xnﬁl + Yn

N xnﬁl +yn _ Tn+41 — (-1 dTn+1
K(B1)/K 2B+ w, it —ZL"n .
So,
100 + Y1 dTn+1
N — | = (—1)*——.
K (8n)/ K <Zl R wl) L
Finally, by Lemma 23] (v), we conclude that
1 16, + Y1 .
c——=—-—""¢& —K(B,)" forall primes p|d,
Bn zlﬁn + wy ¢ ( ) |
and

c— ﬁi ¢ 4K(3,)* whenever 4 |d.

From Lemma 24, we deduce that 2% + ¢ — B%L is irreducible over the field K(f,).
Therefore, [K(5,) : K| = d" for any n € N*. Since (3, is a root of g, 4 and, by
Lemma 2.1] we have deg(g, ) = d", it follows that g, , is irreducible over K for all
n € N*.

O

Corollary 2.5. Let ¢ € Z and let ¢(z) = 2% + ¢ be irreducible over Z. Then, ¢(z)
1s inversely stable over Q if:

(i) d is odd, or

(i) d is even and c is not a perfect square.
Proof. Let R = Z. Since ¢(z) = 2%+ ¢ € R|z] is irreducible, it follows that ¢ ¢ —RP
for any prime p dividing d. When p is odd, it is clear that —RP = RP. Note that
U(R) = {£1}. Applying Theorem [[T], the proof is complete. O



3. Proof of Theorem

Lemma 3.1. ([II], Theorem 7.1) Let K be a field with characteristic 0, and let
K be its algebraic closure. For a polynomial f(t) € K][t], define no(f) to be the
number of distinct roots of f in K. Let a(t),b(t),c(t) € K[t] be polynomials that
are relatively prime, such that a(t) + b(t) = ¢(t) and not all of them have vanishing
derivative. Then, we have the inequality

max{deg(a), deg(b),deg(c)} < ngo(a(t)b(t)c(t)) — 1.

Proof of Theorem [L.3]
Define the sequence {x, },en+ by:
m=c, my= (DU 1), zppn = (—1) %l + 2

for all n € N*. This sequence is consistent with the sequence {x, },en+ described in
Lemma [2.3]
For any n € N*, we have the following degree formula:
ar—1
where deg(c) denotes the degree of ¢(t) viewed as a polynomial in t.

deg(x,) =

We claim that x5, ¢ uRP for any unit v € R and any prime p dividing d, for all
n > 1. To prove this by contradiction, suppose that there exist © € R*, k € N*,
21 € R, and a prime p | d such that

— D
Lok42 = UZp.

We then define 1 1,

gk = E(—l)dcxg,ﬁrl and hy = E:zgk
Note that deg(gx) > 1, deg(hy) > 1, and deg(z;) > 1, and we have the equation

g + hi, = 2.
By Lemma 2.3[(i) and (ii), it follows that
ged(xo,c) =1 and  ged(zog, Tops1) = 1.
Hence, gg, hg, and z, are pairwise coprime. Applying Lemma B we obtain the
following inequality:
deg(gr) + deg(hi) + deg(zy) < 3 (no(grhwzy) — 1)
= 3 (no(gx) + no(hx) + no(zx) — 1) .



By Lemma 23(ii), we have ged (¢, 222) = 1. Thus,
d
no(gk) _ no(cd—i-l) T ng ((5521;—1—1) )

= no(c) + no <:c2;;+1> < deg(c) + deg (xz?l)

= deg($2k+1)u

Additionally, we have

no(hi) = no(wax) = deg(xay), and ng(zx) < deg(z).

From above, we obtain the inequality:
(d — 3) deg(wa11) + (d* — 3) deg(zar) + (p — 3) deg(z;,) +4 < 0. (1)

If d is odd, this inequality leads to a contradiction, as p | d. Therefore, we need
to consider the case where d is even and p = 2.
Applying Lemma [B.T] again yields the inequality:

pdeg(z,) < deg(wopq1) + deg(wor) + deg(zx) — 1. (2)
Combining inequalities (1) and (2) with p = 2, we obtain:
(d — 4) deg(wop11) + (d* — 4) deg(zo) + 5 < 0,
which is a contradiction. Thus, the claim is proved. From the proof of Theorem [L.1],

it is evident that ¢(z) is inversely stable over K. O

4. Proof of Theorem and Corollary [I.7

Lemma 4.1. ([4]) Let ¢ > 2 be an integer and b € F,. Then the binomial z* — b is
irreducible in F,[z] if and only if the following conditions are satisfied:
(i) rad(t) | ¢ = 1;
(ii) b is rad(t)-free;
(ili) ¢ =1 (mod 4) if t =0 (mod 4).

Lemma 4.2. ([4]) Let ¢t be an integer such that rad(¢) | ¢ — 1. Then an element
o € Fyn is rad(t)-free if and only if Nyn/q(cv) is rad(t)-free in Fy.

Proof of Theorem

Obviously, g¢,.4 be irreducible if and only if [K(8,) : K| = d", where {f; }ien
described in the proof of Theorem [Tl It is easy observe that [K(5;) : K(fi—1)] < d
for all i+ > 2, and [K(fy) : K] < d. Therefore, g, is irreducible if and only if

10



[K(B;) : K(Bi—1)] = d for all 2 < i < n, and [K(p;) : K] = d. This condition is
equivalent to 2% +c— BL being irreducible over K (3;) forall1 <i <n—1, and z%+¢
being irreducible over K.
By Lemma [4.]] and Lemma (4.2 g, 4 is irreducible if and only if the following
conditions hold:
(i) rad(d) | g — 1
(ii) Both —c and == are rad(d)-free elements for all 1 <7 <n —1;
(iii) If 4 | d, then ¢ =1 mod 4.
Certain details are omitted here for brevity; however, these details are fully addressed
in the proof of Theorem [L11 0J

Lemma 4.3. (Hasse) Let F, be a finite field with ¢ odd. Let
f(z) = az® + ba® + cx + d € F,[7]
be a cubic polynomial with distinct roots in F,, and let
X Fy — {1}

be the unique nontrivial character of order 2, i.e., x(¢) = 1 if and only if ¢ is a square
in ;. Extend x to F, by setting x(0) = 0. Then

> x(f@)| <2va

z€lF,

Lemma 4.4. Assume that I, is a finite field of odd characteristic, and assume
that x is the quadratic character on F,. Then, if f(z) = ax® + bz + ¢ is a quadratic
polynomial in F,[x], the following identity holds :

2 _ —X(a) ifb2—4ac7é0,
2 X ) =0 1) —dacz0

Proof of Corollary [I.7]

Firstly, we claim that if (C;%) =1 and (i) = <%> = —1, where <5> denotes
the Legendre symbol, then ¢(z) is inversely stable over F,. On the one hand, by
Lemma [4.1] and the fact that

<__C) - <__1) (f) =1, ie., cis 2-free,
p p)\p

11



we obtain that z? + ¢ is irreducible over K = F,,. This implies that —c ¢ K. From
the recurrence relation of x,,, it is straightforward to see that x,, # 0 for any n > 0.
(This point has been thoroughly demonstrated in the proof of Theorem 1.1.)

On the other hand, Note that p — 1 | d*. Hence, by Fermat’s Little Theorem, for
any integer a with pta, we have a® =1 (mod p).

Thus, from z, # 0, we conclude that xff = 1. From the recurrence relation, we
obtain

r=c, x3= (-1 +1), zpp0= (1%l +1, neN"

From Euler’s Criterion, for any integer a and an odd prime p, we have

(9) =a"7  (mod p).

p
Hence,
(c—1)4 =1, '=-1, (c+1)?=-1.
So we have 19 =1—c¢, z3=c+ 1, x4 =1 — ¢, and x5 = ¢+ 1. Thus, the sequence
{7,},, follows the pattern:

T} i l—ce+1,1—ce+1,. ..

The sequence {%} is given by:
n n>1

Tpat l=cl4+cl=cl+cl-c
Ty J,o0y ¢ '1=c14+c1=c"1+c¢
From <ﬂ> =1 and <9> = (il) = —1, we know that both =<, %, and % are
p p p c c +c
2-free, and that —c is also 2-free.
By Theorem and Lemma [T we conclude that ¢(z) is inversely stable over
[F,. Thus, the proof of the claim is complete.

Next, we will prove that there are at least % (\/]3 — 1)2 distinct values of ¢ € F,

such that <%) = 1 and (1%) = (%) = —1. We write x(z) for the Legendre
symbol modulo p. Consider

Hay = K@D+ (1 =x@) (1-xle+]1)

2 2 2
= S x(e 1) — () — x(z + 1)
X — ) = x(@® = 1) + X + )
+ x(z° — z)]

12



Then t(x) = 1 if and only if x(x — 1) = 1, x(x) = —1,x(z + 1) = —1. Combining
p
the fact that Z x(x) =0, and applying Lemma 43 and Lemma[4.4], we obtain that

,_.

p
=Y tx) >+ (VP ) . We complete the proof of Corollary [ O

[1]
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