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Orbit intersections and arithmetic progressions
Let ¢ € Q(t) act diagonally on (P!)9 by ® = (¢, ..., ). For a point P, write Og(P) = {®"(P) : n > 0}. Dynamical
Mordell-Lang predicts that, for every subvariety V', the hitting-time set

(n>0:0"(P) eV}

is a finite union of arithmetic progressions together with a finite set. The paper proves this for curves under a specific
hypothesis that controls ramification.

A periodic point is superattracting when the multiplier of its cycle is zero. An exceptional point has finite backward
orbit; a degree > 1 rational map has at most two of them.

Main theorem (Benedetto-Ghioca-Kurlberg-Tucker, Theorem 1.3). Let C' C (P')? be a curve defined over Q, and
suppose that o has no periodic superattracting points other than exceptional points. If P € (P1)9(Q), then

C(@ n0u(P) = |J (@™ (P)in > 0)

j=1
for finitely many pairs k;,{; € Z>q, where k; = 0 allows singleton orbits.

Thus an orbit cannot meet a curve along an irregular infinite sequence: infinite recurrence forces a complete tail in
some congruence class.

Ingredient I: a local analytic zero principle

Suppose, over C,, that each coordinate orbit lies in a quasiperiodicity disk. Rivera—Letelier’s local theory provides,
after a common iterate k, analytic charts h; ¢ in which iteration is translation. For each residue class ¢ mod k this
gives one analytic arc

9@(2) = (hl,g(k‘z), ceey hgyg(ka)), eg(n) = @nk+€(P). (1)

If infinitely many points in this progression lie on C, every polynomial F' vanishing on C' makes F o 6, vanish at
infinitely many p-adic integers. A nonzero convergent power series on the closed unit disk has only finitely many zeros,
so F'o 6, =0 and the entire progression lies on C' (Theorem 3.2). Formula (1) is the nonlinear Skolem—Mahler—Lech
mechanism at the heart of the paper.

Ingredient II: arithmetic geometry finds a usable prime

The hard global step is to place all relevant coordinates in suitable local disks. For two nonpreperiodic points z, y,
consider ¥ = ¢ x ¢ and the pullback divisors

Xn = (\Ijn)*A7 Y, =X, — anlv (2)

where A C P! x P! is the diagonal. First suppose that ¢ has no periodic critical point at all. Then the ramification
indices of all iterates are uniformly bounded (Lemma 4.4), so any point belongs to only boundedly many layers Y,
(Lemma 4.5).

For n large, every curve dominating both factors therefore meets X, in at least three distinct points. Fix a finite
set S of places of the number field of definition, enlarged to contain the archimedean and bad-reduction places. If
infinitely many orbit pairs on a fixed curve were S-integral relative to A, pulling back by ¥"™ would produce infinitely
many S-integral points on a curve relative to at least three points, contradicting Siegel’s theorem.

One exceptional point requires a separate branch: after conjugacy, ¢ = f is a polynomial of degree d and infinity is a
periodic critical point, so the preceding uniform bound is false there. The paper instead homogenizes f to a map ®;
on P2, uses the divisor D = (x = y), and sets

An = (®1)*D,  By=Ay— Ap1.

The d™ points of A,, at infinity are all simple, while affine multiplicities remain uniformly bounded because every
nonexceptional critical point is nonperiodic. Proposition 4.6 repeats the three-point Siegel argument with A,,, B,,.
The two branches prove that infinitely many good finite places v make some iterates of x,y have the same reduction
(Theorem 4.1), converting recurrence on C' into a common residue disk.
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Ingredient III: from the common disk to the curve theorem

Degree-one maps are dispatched by results of Denis and Bell. A map with two exceptional points is conjugate to
t — t™ for an integer m with |m| > 1 (thus including negative powers) and is handled separately by the semiabelian
result cited as [GT, Theorem 1.8]; Theorem 4.1 deliberately excludes this case. Preperiodic coordinates reduce
immediately to periodic fibres. In the remaining two-coordinate case, take the common reduction place supplied
above. The coordinate orbits remain in the same sequence of residue classes. If these classes avoid attracting periodic
points, good reduction turns the periodic residue classes into quasiperiodicity disks, and Ingredient I applies. If a class
contains an attracting cycle, both coordinates converge to it and the separate local theorem cited as [GT, Theorem
1.3] supplies the same progression conclusion. This proves the two-coordinate theorem (Theorem 5.1).

For general g, project an irreducible recurrent curve C' to the first and last g — 1 coordinates. Induction makes both
image curves periodic. Hence C is an irreducible component of the intersection of two periodic cylinders and is
preperiodic. Claim 5.2 closes the gap: a preperiodic irreducible curve meeting one orbit infinitely often must already
be periodic, since otherwise it and its periodic image would be distinct curves with infinite intersection. Periodicity of
C is exactly what turns the hitting set into finitely many full progressions.

A clean local model

If a suitable iterate is already translation in local coordinates, say h~'¢*h(z) = z + k, then an orbit subsequence is
simply h(nk + ¢). Restricting an equation of C' to these parametrized coordinate arcs gives a single p-adic analytic
function of n. Infinite vanishing forces identity, explaining the rigidity without the arithmetic-surface machinery. The
full proof is harder precisely because it must first produce a place where all coordinates admit compatible arcs.

Scope and limitations

The algebraic-number theorem concerns curves, not arbitrary-dimensional subvarieties; the paper obtains a higher-
dimensional result separately for quadratic polynomials. Over C, Theorem 1.4 treats indecomposable polynomials by
specialization and the Medvedev—Scanlon classification of periodic plane curves. The exclusion of nonexceptional
periodic critical points is structural for this method: without the polynomial repair above, ramification in (2) can
grow without bound and the Siegel argument no longer yields a suitable prime. The theorem is qualitative and gives
neither effective progression parameters nor a bound on the finite exceptional set.
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