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A topological almost Mordell-Lang theorem

Let X be a Noetherian topological space, so descending chains of closed subsets stabilize, and let ®: X — X be
continuous. For a closed set Y and x € X, write

T
Sy(x) = fneN: o) €Y},  8(S) = limsup 20T
I—oo ]

where I ranges over intervals in N. The second quantity is upper Banach density.
Main theorem (Bell-Ghioca—Tucker, Theorem 1.4 and Corollary 1.5). The set Sy (x) is a union of finitely many
arithmetic progressions and a set of Banach density zero.
Consequently, let X be a quasi-projective variety over any field K, ®: X --» X a rational map, Y C X a K-subvariety,
and x € X (K). If every point of the forward orbit of x lies in the domain of definition of ®, then

{neN:®"(z) e Y(K)}

has the same form.

Conjecture 1.1, stated for endomorphisms over C, predicts no exceptional remainder. Extending that prediction
to rational maps is a further formulation. The theorem is weaker, but it needs neither characteristic zero nor an
unramified map: all arithmetic geometry has been compressed into the Noetherian Zariski topology.

Ingredient I: density forces a repeated gap

The combinatorial engine is Lemma 2.1. If S C N has 6(.5) > 0, divide long intervals on which S is dense into blocks of
a fixed length N > 1/4(S). A positive proportion of the blocks contain two points of S. Pigeonholing their differences
produces an integer 1 < k < N and a positive-density set Q C S such that

neEQ=n+kes. (1)

The positive density of @), not merely its infinitude, is what lets the argument descend to a smaller closed set without
losing its hypothesis.
Ingredient II: Noetherian descent creates a progression

Proposition 3.1 says that a positive-density hitting set already contains an infinite arithmetic progression. If not,
choose by Noetherianity a minimal closed W for which

Tw ={n:®"(z) e W}
has positive density but no progression. Apply (1) to Ty . For n € Q, both ®"(z) and ®"**(z) lie in W, hence
P (x) € Z:=W NI FW). (2)

If ®=%(W) D W, then Tyy is closed under adding k and already contains a progression. Otherwise Z C W its hitting
set contains the positive-density set (), so minimality forces a progression in Tz C Ty . Either case is the desired
contradiction.
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Ingredient III: one progression controls every residue

To upgrade Proposition 3.1 to the theorem, suppose a counterexample exists and choose a minimal Noetherian closed
space V supporting one. Fix its counterexample data: a continuous map g: V — V,a closed W C V, and y € V, with

T={n:g"(y) e W}

not of the required form. This bad set has positive density, so Proposition 3.1 supplies a,b € N with {an+b:n >0} CT.
Let C; be the closure of the tail {g?"*?(y) : n > i}. The descending chain C; stabilizes; call a stable member Vj.

Then g=%(Vy) 2 Vp. For 0 < j < a, put V; = g7/ (V). These are proper closed subsets of V, and h = g® restricts to a
self-map of every V;. With y; = g"*J(y), minimality of V' decomposes each explicitly defined set

Ty={n>m:h"(y) € WNV;)

into finitely many progressions plus a zero-density set. Recombining the a sets T}, one for each residue class,
reconstructs 7" up to finitely many terms, giving the forbidden decomposition.

Ingredient IV: rational maps become continuous

A rational map is only continuous on its open domain U. Theorem 3.2 passes to the invariant subspace

Z= () "(U). (3)

n>0

It is Noetherian with the inherited topology, contains the chosen orbit, and ®|;: Z — Z is continuous. Applying
Theorem 1.4 to Y N Z proves the algebraic corollary. This small reduction is why the result covers rational, not only
regular, self-maps.

Toy model, scope, and bottleneck

On a finite space every orbit is eventually periodic, so every hitting set is already a finite union of progressions and a
finite set. The proof replaces finiteness of points by Noetherian finiteness of closed-set descent; the stabilized tail
closures play the role of the eventual cycle.

The zero-density remainder can still be infinite, and the paper gives positive-characteristic examples showing that very
sparse nonperiodic return sets are natural. It therefore does not prove the full dynamical Mordell-Lang conjecture.
Theorem 1.7 also proves the same finite-progressions-plus-zero-density conclusion for a coherent backward orbit {z_,,}
satisfying f(x_,—1) = x_,; its proof parallels the forward minimal-counterexample argument. The hardest step is the
upgrade from the density lemma’s one progression to a finite global decomposition using stabilized tail closures and
residue classes.
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