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Can the cycle multipliers determine the map?
Let f: C — C be a polynomial of degree d > 2. If z has exact period n, its cycle multiplier is

M) = (7Y () = [ (P ) )
j=0

it is constant along the cycle and invariant under affine conjugacy. The map is wunicritical when it has only
one finite critical point. A power map is conjugate to z%, while a Chebyshev map is conjugate to +7T};, where
Ty(z 4271 =20+ 274,

Main theorem (Huguin, Theorem 6). If a unicritical polynomial map f : C — C has rational multiplier at every

periodic cycle, then f is a power map or a Chebyshev map.

Since Ty has d — 1 critical points, the Chebyshev alternative is unicritical only in degree 2. Thus the conclusion in
normalized coordinates is especially rigid: the parameter below is ¢ = 0, except that ¢ = —2 is also allowed when
d = 2. This is evidence for Milnor’s broader conjectural classification of rational maps with integral multipliers.

The algebraic encoder: multiplier polynomials
Every unicritical degree-d polynomial is affinely conjugate to
fo(z) = 24+ ¢, (2)
with ¢ unique up to multiplication by a (d — 1)st root of unity. The dynatomic polynomials separate formal periods by
) =z =[] 2.
k|n
Propositions 30 and 38 attach to a monic f a monic multiplier polynomial M/ through
(M (0)" = Res. (@), A = (f")'(2)) - 3)
The n points in one exact n-cycle contribute the same factor to the resultant, explaining the nth root. Corollary 42 is
the decisive bridge: for a subring R C C, all exact-period-n multipliers lie in R exactly when M/ splits into linear
factors over R. Formal-period points of smaller period can add only the controlled root A = 1 (Propositions 34 and
41).
For (2), write M,,(c, \) = MJ<(\) and A, (c) = discy M, (c, \). Rational splitting forces the coefficients to be rational
and each discriminant to be a rational square. The proof now needs only a few small periods.

Three degree regimes
Quadratic case. For d = 2, the period-1 through period-4 multiplier polynomials suffice (Proposition 17). Their
splitting first forces ¢ € Q, and the explicit fourth discriminant is

Ay(c) = —224(64c® + 144¢% + 108¢ + 135) (¢ + 2)% 8. (4)
Outside ¢ = 0, —2, squarehood of (4) would give an r € Q with
—(64¢® + 144¢® + 108¢ + 135) = 2.

The rational substitution in the proof turns this into a® + > = 4. Clearing denominators produces integers x, v, z
with 2z # 0 and 23 + y3 = 423, contradicting Lemma 56. Consequently f. is 22 or Th(z) = 22 — 2.

Cubic case. Rational multipliers are real. Splitting of the period-1 and period-2 polynomials makes c¢? real and their
discriminants satisfy

Ay = —35(27¢% — 4)c? > 0, Ay = —3"2(27¢% + 32)c® > 0. (5)
The first inequality puts ¢? in [0,4/27], the second in [~32/27,0]; hence ¢ = 0 (Proposition 23).
Degree at least four. Fixed points already suffice. Example 24 computes

Mi(e,\) = A\ —d)* ! + (=d)ed 1, (6)
If its roots are real, so are those of
L) = MM (e, N7 +d) = (—d)4ed A 4 dX + 1.

Rolle’s theorem then makes every root of L'(A\) = (—1)4d4*1e?=1\4=1 + d real. For ¢ # 0 these roots form an orbit
under the (d — 1)st roots of unity, which cannot be wholly real when d — 1 > 3. Thus ¢ = 0 (Proposition 25).
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The hard arithmetic step

The obstruction used after (4) is proved rather than delegated to a database of rational points. In the Eisenstein
integers A = Z[j], with j = e?™/3 and X\ = 1 — j, cubes modulo \* have only the residue classes —1,0,1. Lemma 59
assumes a primitive nonzero solution of

23+ uy® = 4v2?, u,v € AX,

with minimal M-adic valuation of z. The congruence forces A | z and u = £1. The common factor must first be

removed:

T+ uy = Aa, jx +j2uy = \b, j2x + juy = e, )
z = \d, a+b+c=0, abe = 4vd®.

The normalized factors a, b, ¢ are pairwise coprime. Unique factorization writes two as unit times cubes and the third
as four times a unit times a cube. Their relation a 4+ b+ ¢ = 0 produces a new solution with

ordy(Z) = ordy(z) — 1,

contradicting minimality. This infinite descent is the genuinely arithmetic heart of the quadratic case.

Toy model, proof roadmap, and scope

For f(z) = 2%, every nonzero point fixed by f™ satisfies 24" ~! = 1, so (1) gives (f")'(z) = d"; the fixed critical point
has multiplier 0. The Chebyshev examples come from quotienting this power map by the involution z <> z=!. This
explains why both model families have integral multipliers, but not why no other unicritical map does.

The full proof is therefore

Eisenstein descent, d=2,
cycles = M,, = rational splitting = { two sign constraints, d = 3, (8)

real-root geometry, d > 4.

The theorem assumes rationality for every cycle, although the proof shows that periods at most 4 suffice for d = 2,
periods 1, 2 suffice for d = 3, and fixed points suffice for d > 4. It does not classify general polynomials or rational
maps. The paper’s separate cubic-with-symmetries theorem assumes integer, not merely rational, multipliers; its
rational analogue is left open.
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