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The family and its statistical invariants
Fix d ≥ 2. Away from a lower-dimensional exceptional locus, affine conjugacy classes of degree-d polynomials over Q
have a unique representative

ψa(z) = ad
a0
zd + ad−2

a0
zd−2 + · · · + a1

a0
z + 1, a = (ad, ad−2, . . . , a0) ∈ Zdprim, (1)

with ad ≠ 0 and a0 > 0. Write Pd for this family, Zdprim meaning that the displayed coefficients have greatest common
divisor 1, H(ψa) = maxi |ai|, and Pd(X) = {ψa : H(ψa) ≤ X}. Let PrepQ(ψ) be the rational preperiodic set and ĥψ
the canonical height. Its first positive value is

λ1(ψ) = min{ĥψ(z) : z ∈ Q \ PrepQ(ψ)}. (2)

Main theorem (Le Boudec–Mavraki, Theorems 1.1 and 1.2). For ε > 0, put ϑ2 = 1/2 and ϑd = 2(d+ 1)/(5d+ 1)
for d ≥ 3. Then

1
#Pd(X)

∑
ψ∈Pd(X)

# PrepQ(ψ) ≪d,ε X
−ϑd+ε. (3)

Moreover,

lim
X→∞

1
#Pd(X)#

{
ψ ∈ Pd(X) :

∣∣∣∣λ1(ψ) − logH(ψ)
d(d− 1)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ε logH(ψ)
}

= 1. (4)

Thus 100% of these classes have no rational preperiodic point, and the generic smallest nonzero canonical height has
the sharp scale predicted by the dynamical Lang philosophy. The result is an average statement over the normalized
coefficient box, not a pointwise uniform-bound theorem.

Local escape becomes an arithmetic sieve
The decisive input is that infinity is a superattracting fixed point of a polynomial. For every place v, the local escape
rate

λ̂ψ,v(z) = lim
n→∞

d−n log max{|ψn(z)|v, 1}

has controlled escape estimates outside a coefficient-dependent radius: Lemma 2.1 is an exact formula at non-
Archimedean places, while Lemma 2.3 is the required Archimedean lower inequality. The product formula gives
ĥψ =

∑
p λ̂ψ,p + λ̂ψ,∞. Consequently a rational point of small canonical height imposes divisibility conditions at many

primes dividing a0.
For k ≥ 2, let sk(a0) be the part of a0 supported at primes whose exponent in a0 is less than k. In degree two, Lemma
2.4 gives the clean inequality

ĥψ(z) ≥ 1
2 log s2(a0). (5)

Hence a rational preperiodic point forces a0 to be squareful. Since squareful integers up to X are O(X1/2), this
already supplies the d = 2 power saving after Benedetto’s pointwise estimate # PrepQ(ψ) ≪d 1 + logH(ψ).
For d ≥ 3 and k ∈ {2, 3}, write z = x/y in lowest terms and let σa(x, y) be the nonconstant numerator contribution
in a0y

dψa(x/y). Lemma 2.7 says, schematically but with effective exponents, that small ĥψ(z) forces a large divisor
of sk(a0) to divide σa(x, y), apart from factors shared with ad. The potentially troublesome shared part is isolated by

∆a0(ad) = the largest divisor of ad supported on primes dividing a0.

Lemma 2.10 shows that the subfamily ∆a0(ad) ≤ Xδ has density one. On this subfamily, Lemma 2.11 counts
coefficient vectors together with rational points of bounded canonical height: one first sums the resulting congruence
in a coefficient, then uses the O(Y 1/k) count for k-full integers. This is the hardest part of the argument; it converts
local dynamical information into a uniform geometry-of-numbers estimate.

How the two sides of the height asymptotic meet
For (3), take height bound T = 1 in Lemma 2.11. Degree two uses (5); for d ≥ 3, the authors use k = 3 and optimize
the cutoff δ. The density-zero complementary subfamily and Benedetto’s logarithmic bound are then harmless.
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The upper side of (4) is unusually concrete. If h denotes logarithmic Weil height, Lemma 2.8 bounds

ĥψ(z) − h(z) ≤ logH(ψ) + log d
d− 1 .

Because ψ(0) = 1 and ĥψ(ψ(z)) = dĥψ(z), whenever 0 is not preperiodic this yields

λ1(ψ) ≤ ĥψ(0) ≤ logH(ψ) + log d
d(d− 1) . (6)

Theorem 1.1 makes the excluded case negligible. For the lower side, any violation supplies at least one rational point
below the target height. When d = 2, (5) and a separate sum over the squareful part of a0 show that these exceptions
have density zero. Only when d ≥ 3 do the authors apply Lemma 2.11 with k = 2 to obtain the same conclusion.

Higher minima and scope
The paper also defines λN using N -tuples satisfying no algebraic relation preserved by diagonal application of ψ. For
fixed N ≥ 3 and d ≥ 3, Theorem 1.4 shows, with density one,

d

(
1 − 4

d+ 3

)
− ε <

λ2

λ1
≤ d+ ε, 1 ≤ λN

λ2
≤ 1 + 4

d− 1 + ε. (7)

The more general Proposition 4.4 says that, if d ≥ 3, N ≥ 2, and 0 is not preperiodic, then

1
2 log N

H(ψ) +O(1) < λN (ψ) ≤ (1 + ε) logN +
(

1
d− 1 + ε

)
logH(ψ) +O(1). (8)

Even N may grow: for d ≥ 3, t ≥ 0, ε > 0, and Nt(ψ) = 1 + ⌈H(ψ)t⌉, Proposition 4.5 proves with density one that
λNt(ψ)(ψ) > ((1 + 2t)/(d+ 3) − ε) logH(ψ).
For the upper bound in (8), Medvedev–Scanlon’s classification is used only after assuming 0 is not preperiodic;
reciprocals of distinct primes coprime to a0ad then form a dynamically independent tuple (Lemmas 4.2–4.3). Theorem
1.1 makes the non-preperiodicity hypothesis generic in the statistical consequences. This classification ingredient is
not needed for (3)–(4), whose core is local-height decomposition and the arithmetic sieve above.
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