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Which curves contain many simultaneous PCF parameters?
Fix d > 2 and write f.(z) = 2¢ + c. Its only finite critical point is 0, so f. is postcritically finite (PCF) exactly when
0 is preperiodic. Let M  be the generalized Mandelbrot set: the parameters for which the orbit of 0 is bounded.

Main theorem (Ghioca-Krieger-Nguyen-Ye, Theorem 1.1). Let C' C AZ be an irreducible plane curve. There are
infinitely many (a,b) € C for which both f, and f, are PCF if and only if one of the following holds:

(1) C = {to} x Al for a PCF parameter to;
(2) C = Al x {to} for a PCF parameter to;
(3) C isy = (x, where (1 = 1.

Thus the dynamical analogue of a special curve is completely rigid in the two-dimensional unicritical parameter space.
The reverse direction in (3) is the conjugacy (™! f¢.(¢z) = f.(2); the work is to prove that no other curve projecting
dominantly to both axes can contain infinitely many simultaneous PCF points.

Ingredient I: zero height fixes the bifurcation measure

Let X be a smooth projective model of C, and let 1);: X — P! be the two coordinate maps, of degrees d;. More
generally, a nonconstant 1) defines the family z¢ + 1(t). On L = ¢*Op1 (1) the paper constructs semipositive adelic
metrics from the iterates f;}‘(t) (0). Uniform convergence of the local escape-rate metrics (Proposition 3.3) yields a
height satisfying

~ d ~

hlb(t) = @hfw(t) (0) (1)

away from the poles of 1 (Proposition 3.5). Hence its zero set is precisely the PCF parameters, together with those
poles.

Yuan’s small-point theorem then equidistributes any nonrepeating PCF sequence against the normalized bifurcation

measure (Theorems 3.1 and 3.4). A simultaneous PCF sequence is small for both v, and 1)9; uniqueness of its limiting
measure gives

dofip, = difyp,, doGy, = d1Gy,. (2)

The second identity is Theorem 4.1: the difference of the two potentials is harmonic and vanishes on a stable component
lying over the interior of M. In particular the pole sets agree, and 1 (t) escapes My exactly when 15(t) does.

Ingredient II: potentials become an analytic correspondence
The Boéttcher uniformization

:C\ My SC\D, &) =c+0(1),

satisfies log |®(c)| = dG(¢). On an unbounded component of the preimage of C\ My, equation (2) and the open
mapping theorem therefore strengthen equality of absolute values to

®(y1(1)" = TR (a(1)) " 3)

Proposition 5.6 proves n € Q. If a suitable simultaneous PCF point is Misiurewicz, this follows from the rational
external rays landing at its two coordinates. Otherwise one uses centers of hyperbolic components and a neighboring
parabolic root, avoiding the finite branch locus of the projections. Thus a local analytic branch h = 1 0 95 Lacts
affinely on external angles.
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Ingredient III: wake widths force a rotation

The remaining problem is to classify the local correspondences from (3). Rational ray pairs cut out wakes of hyperbolic
components. If H has period N and width |H|, the wake formula gives the width of its p/g-subwake as

_|H|(@Y —1)?
|wp/ql = A=@ =0 (4)

Theorem 5.7 compares (4) before and after applying h. Maximal 1/2-subwakes first show that h preserves the period
of every hyperbolic component in a carefully chosen region (Proposition 5.8). Denominators of the root rays then force
the angular slope to have the form r/(d — 1) for a new integer 1 < r < d — 1, and its translation to have denominator
dividing d — 1. Applying the same restriction to the rays of angle 1/(d”¥ — 1) forces r = d — 1. Consequently

h(z)=¢z, (=1 ()

first off My and then throughout the region by analytic continuation.

Because that region contains infinitely many PCF parameters, (5) gives infinitely many points ((c, ¢) on C. Irreducibility
forces C itself to be the corresponding line. If a coordinate projection was not dominant, the curve was already one of
the two PCF coordinate lines.

Why the two rigidity mechanisms fit

The proof uses arithmetic and complex dynamics in genuinely different ways. The adelic metric packages the global
algebraic condition of critical height zero and makes an infinite PCF sequence visible to equidistribution. That step
is insensitive to the individual orbit relations: it returns equality of measures, not an equation for C. Potential
theory upgrades the measure identity to the escape-rate identity (2), but this still determines only the modulus in (3).
External rays retain the missing angular information. Their landing pairs and wake widths then turn a priori analytic
branches into the finite rotation group preserving f..

In proof-roadmap form, one first normalizes C. A nondominant projection immediately gives a coordinate line.
Otherwise the two projections define non-isotrivial families, and the infinite simultaneous PCF set is a common small
sequence for their heights. Equidistribution and harmonic continuation yield (2); Bottcher coordinates yield (3);
rational landing rays make the phase rational; and the wake formula forces (5). Finally, infinitely many points of the
line = (y lie on the irreducible curve C| so the curves coincide (after replacing ¢ by its inverse this is the theorem’s
form y = (x).

A toy case and the hard point

When d = 2, the only (d — 1)st root of unity is 1; hence the only dominant special curve is the diagonal @ = b. This
makes the final algebraic conclusion transparent, but removes the key difficulty: equality of Green functions controls
only the modulus of a Bottcher coordinate. The external-ray landing theory, rationality of 7, and the arithmetic of
wake widths are what eliminate all nonlinear or fractional-angle correspondences.

The theorem concerns a fixed degree and the unicritical family over complex curves. It does not classify special
subvarieties in the full moduli space of rational maps. Its equidistribution step is first proved over a number field; the
main curve descends because its Zariski-dense PCF points are algebraic. The detailed landing and wake analysis is
special to My, so the method does not by itself extend to arbitrary polynomial families.

Codex mathematical paper digest, 2026-09-30. Source paper should be consulted for full statements and proofs.



