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Good reduction as a counting principle

Let K be a number field, let S contain all archimedean places, and let ¢ : P! — P! be a degree-d > 2 morphism over
K with good reduction outside S. Write s = |S|, and let Per(¢, K) and Tail(¢, K) denote the K-rational periodic
and strictly preperiodic points.

Main theorem (Troncoso, Theorem 1.2 and Corollary 1.3). If there are at least three K-rational tail points, then
| Per(¢, K)| < 2%6% 4 3,

If there are at least four K -rational periodic points, then
| Tail(¢, K)| < 4-2'%.

Without either cardinality hypothesis one still has

| Per(p, K)| < 2657 43,
| Tail(¢, K)| < 4 - 21654, (1)
| PrePer(¢, K)| <5 - 2165”4 3.

The striking feature is the first pair of bounds: once one side of the finite orbit graph has enough marked vertices, the
other side is bounded independently of d.

Ingredient I: good reduction forces integral separation
For P = [z : y1] and Q = [z2 : y2], let 6,(P, Q) be their p-adic logarithmic distance. Proposition 2.22 and Corollary
2.23 say that if R is a tail point, n is the period of its eventual cycle, and P is periodic with P # ¢™"(R) for every
m > 0, then

Gp(P,R)=0  (p&5). (2)

Indeed, after replacing ¢ by ¢”, the phase-aligned eventual cycle point ¢™"(R) is fixed (once m is large enough). The
linear forms defining that fixed point and R both divide the pullback of the fixed-point linear form. Good reduction
keeps all normalized coefficients integral, so comparing valuations along a periodic orbit makes both nonnegative
summands vanish. Thus a dynamical statement becomes S-integrality.
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Ingredient II: three anchors give one S-unit equation

A class-group obstruction prevents simultaneous coprime S-integral coordinates over K. Lemma 3.1 kills it in a fixed
radical extension L: every P € P1(K) has coordinates [xp : yp| that are coprime over the places above S, while every
determinant zpyg — ypxg lies in the radical of K*. This radical S-unit group has free rank s — 1.

Fix three tail points Pj, P, P3, let n; be the period of the eventual cycle of P;, and take a periodic point P = [z : y]
distinct from every ¢™"i(F;). By (2),
TiY — Yk = U; (i=1,2,3) (3)

with radical S-units u;. Eliminating z,y from (3) gives A(uy/us) + B(uz/us) = 1, with A, B # 0 fixed by the anchors.
Beukers—Schlickewei bounds this equation by 216 solutions, and two of (3) recover [z : y]. For each anchor, the
excluded expressions ¢™"i(P;) contain at most one periodic point: the single phase-aligned point on its eventual cycle.
Thus there are at most three exceptions. Reversing the roles and using four periodic anchors splits tail points into
four classes, giving the second bound.

Ingredient III: remove the hypotheses and improve the d-dependence

To deduce (1), one adjoins a chain of at most three preimages, or enough period-1, 2, 3 points, in an extension E/K of
degree at most d*. The number of places above S is at most sd>, so Theorem 1.2 applies over E and descends to K.

Section 4 avoids putting this d® inside the exponent. For a non-rational periodic point P, = [a : b] of period 1, 2, or 3
and degree r = [K(P,) : K| > 3, one has r < d*, and the norm form

F(X,Y) = Ng(p,) k(@Y —bX) (4)

is irreducible of degree r. After one prime is adjoined to S to normalize P, (2) makes F(z,y) an S’-unit with
|S’| < s+ 1. Evertse’s Thue-Mahler theorem bounds its solution classes by (5 - 1067)*T1. If every periodic point of
periods 1, 2, and 3 has degree at most two, an extension of degree at most four supplies four periodic anchors and
Theorem 1.2 takes over.

Further finite enlargements of S principalize the remaining coordinate ideals. In the single- K-rational-periodic-point
case, a dynatomic polynomial of formal period 2 or 3 and a gcd of ideal exponents perform the same normalization.
This yields Theorem 1.4:

| Tail(¢, K)| < dmax{(5 -105(d3 + 1))+, 4. 264<S+3>} . (5)

The parallel periodic-point argument uses algebraic tail preimages and gives Theorem 1.5: if Tail(¢, K) # &, then

[ Per(g, K)| < max{ (5 100(d — 1))*+2, 4. 215+, g, (6)

Toy model, hardest point, and scope

With three fixed anchors moved to 0, 1, 0o, condition (2) says that a fourth point has both coordinate and complementary
coordinate in an S-unit group: the whole counting problem is the classical equation u+ v = 1. The full proof’s hardest
point is making this picture uniform when the S-class group is nontrivial and the anchors are not K-rational; Lemma
3.1 and the norm form (4) are the two repairs.

The results concern morphisms of P! over number fields and retain a good-reduction set S; their explicit constants
are not a proof of uniform boundedness in terms of [K : Q] and d alone. Section 5 constructs families with fixed S
and respectively only two tail points or three periodic points for which the opposite set grows with d. Hence the
thresholds in Theorem 1.2 cannot be lowered in a degree-independent statement.
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