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A finite configuration determines the parameter
For c ∈ C let fc(z) = z2 + c and write Preper(fc) ⊂ P1(C) for its preperiodic points. Equality of the full preperiodic
sets already forces equality of the parameters. The paper proves the much stronger, quantitative statement below.

Main theorem (DeMarco–Krieger–Ye, Theorems 1.1 and 11.1). For every pair c1 ̸= c2 in C,

| Preper(fc1) ∩ Preper(fc2)| ≤ 10103. (1)

In particular, the bound is independent of the parameters.

The size of the displayed constant is not the point: the known examples are tiny by comparison. The achievement is
uniformity even as the two parameters approach one another and their Julia sets become difficult to distinguish.

The global measuring device
Suppose first that c1, c2 ∈ Q and choose a number field K containing them. At a place v let λc,v be the escape-rate
function and µc,v the equilibrium measure on the Berkovich affine line. With rv = [Kv : Qv]/[K : Q], the adelic
energy

⟨fc1 , fc2⟩ =
∑

v∈MK

rv

∫
λc1,v dµc2,v (2)

is symmetric and nonnegative, and vanishes exactly when c1 = c2. It simultaneously records how far apart the two
canonical measures are at every archimedean and nonarchimedean place. Write Ev =

∫
λc1,v dµc2,v for the local

summand and h for the logarithmic Weil height on A2(Q).
The proof constructs two inequalities pulling (2) in opposite directions. For absolute constants, Theorems 1.6–1.8 give

⟨fc1 , fc2⟩ ≥ δ > 0, (3)
1

192h(c1, c2) − 3
17 ≤ ⟨fc1 , fc2⟩ ≤ 1

2h(c1, c2) + 7
3 , (4)

⟨fc1 , fc2⟩ ≤
(

ε + C(ε)
N − 1

)
(h(c1, c2) + 1), (5)

where N is the number of common preperiodic points, 0 < ε < 1, and one may take C(ε) = 40 log(25/ε). The authors
make (3) effective with δ = 10−96.

Ingredient I: local separation and helpful places
At the complex places, Koebe distortion and explicit control of the first few preimages of 0 bound the energy between
the two Julia measures. At a nonarchimedean place away from 2, the Julia tree gives

1
4 log+ |c1 − c2|v ≤ Ev ≤ 1

2 log+ max{|c1|v, |c2|v}; (6)

the prime above 2 requires a weaker lower bound and an additive correction.
For fixed L ≥ 1, define

ℓv =


log max{|c1|v, |c2|v, L}, v | ∞,

log max{|c1|v, |c2|v, 16}, v | 2,

log max{|c1|v, |c2|v, 1}, otherwise,

hL(c1, c2) =
∑

v

rvℓv. (7)
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To obtain (4), the proof calls a large place helpful when c1 and c2 are not too v-adically close. At every helpful place
the local estimates imply Ev ≥ ℓv/64. The product formula for c1 − c2 prevents almost all of the height from hiding
at close places; quantitatively, ∑

v helpful
rvℓv ≥ 1

3hL(c1, c2) − O(1). (8)

Summing (8), with L = 1000, gives the strong height lower bound (4). A related archimedean dichotomy proves (3):
if the total energy tended to zero, many complex embeddings would force c1 − c2 to be extremely small; the product
formula would then make its Weil height large, contradicting the weaker global lower bound in terms of h(c1 − c2).

Ingredient II: many common points force small energy
Remove the always-common fixed point ∞ and let F be the remaining Galois-invariant set of common preperiodic
points, so |F | = N − 1. Replace its atomic measure by small circles of adelic radii ηv. The energy metric satisfies the
triangle inequality

⟨fc1 , fc2⟩1/2 ≤ d(µc1 , [F ]η) + d(µc2 , [F ]η). (9)

The radii cannot be arbitrarily small, because the self-energy of an atom then blows up. The decisive choice is
ηv = ρ3ℓv . Archimedean distortion and its Berkovich analogues show that regularization changes the potential by at
most ρℓv, while the self-energy costs 3ℓv log(1/ρ)/(2|F |). After summing over all places, (9) becomes

⟨fc1 , fc2⟩ ≤ 4
(

ρ + 3 log(1/ρ)
2(N − 1)

)
hL(c1, c2), (10)

which yields (5). This is the proof’s central tension: a large common finite set tries to approximate both canonical
measures, hence tries to make two distinct dynamical systems adelically indistinguishable.

Closing the argument
For parameters of large height, compare (4) and (5) with ε = 1/384; the height terms then force a uniform bound on
N . For bounded height, compare (5) with the height-independent gap (3). The explicit constants give N < 10103 over
Q.
Finally suppose the parameters are complex. If B + 1 distinct common points existed, their two eventual-periodicity
relations would place the parameters and points in a function field of a curve over a number field. Away from finitely
many parameters one may specialize to algebraic values while preserving distinctness, the two parameters, and all
orbit relations. This would produce B + 1 algebraic common preperiodic points, a contradiction.

A toy picture and the genuine difficulty
At a good-reduction place both canonical measures sit at the Gauss point, so that place contributes no separation. At
a helpful bad place, the two Julia trees branch at measurably different scales and contribute a definite fraction of
ℓv. The product formula says these local discrepancies cannot all be suppressed at once. This picture captures (8),
but not the hardest analytic step: the complex Julia sets require uniform distortion estimates as |c| → ∞ and as
c1 − c2 → 0. Nor does the paper establish the analogous uniformity conjectured for all rational maps of a fixed degree;
(1) is specific to the monic quadratic family.
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