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Why a finite degree estimate controls degeneration
For a dominant rational self-map f : PN 99K PN , its first dynamical degree

δ(f) = lim
n→∞

deg(fn)1/n

records asymptotic degree growth. In a family, specialization can create cancellations in iterates and lower this
number. The paper isolates a finite-stage estimate strong enough to control that phenomenon: one seeks a constant
γN > 0, independent of f , such that

δ(f) ≥ γN min
0≤k<N

deg(fk+1)
deg(fk) . (1)

The independence from f is crucial, since (1) may then be applied to high iterates without changing the constant.
The paper proves (1), with an explicit constant, for monomial maps.
Let A = (aij) ∈ MatN (Z). On the torus, set

φA(x1, . . . , xN ) =

∏
j

x
a1j

j , . . . ,
∏

j

x
aNj

j

 ,

and let the same symbol denote its rational extension to PN . This map is dominant exactly when det A ̸= 0.

Main theorem (Call–Silverman, Corollary 16). If A ∈ MatN (Z) and det A ̸= 0, then

δ(φA) ≥ 21/N − 1
2N2 min

0≤k≤N−1

deg(φk+1
A )

deg(φk
A)

. (2)

Thus a dominant monomial map cannot have all of its first N degree ratios substantially larger than its eventual
exponential growth rate. This is the finite-dimensional rigidity that later survives specialization.

Ingredient I: translate dynamics into matrix growth
For a real matrix B = (bij), the paper uses the degree functional

D(B) =
N∑

j=1
max

(
0, −b1j , . . . , −bNj

)
+ max

1≤i≤N

0,

N∑
j=1

bij

 .

A result of Hasselblatt–Propp, quoted as Proposition 17, gives the exact dictionary

deg(φA) = D(A), δ(φA) = λ(A), (3)

where λ(A) is the spectral radius. Since φk
A = φAk , every degree in (2) is D(Ak).

The functional D is not a norm, but Lemma 18 compares it with the entrywise sup norm ∥B∥ = maxi,j |bij |:

1
2N

D(B) ≤ ∥B∥ ≤ ND(B). (4)

This deliberately coarse comparison is responsible for the factor 2N2 in (2); it lets the proof replace projective degree
by elementary matrix estimates.

Ingredient II: Cayley–Hamilton forces a slow step
The core linear-algebra statement is Proposition 19. With η = 21/N − 1, for every real N × N matrix A there is some
0 ≤ k ≤ N − 1 for which

∥Ak+1∥ ≤ η−1λ(A)∥Ak∥. (5)

Suppose instead that all N successive ratios violate (5). Iteration would give

λ(A)N−k∥Ak∥ < ηN−k∥AN ∥ (0 ≤ k < N). (6)
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Write the characteristic polynomial as det(xI − A) =
∑N

j=0(−1)jσjxN−j . If λ(A) is the spectral radius, then
|σj | ≤

(
N
j

)
λ(A)j . Cayley–Hamilton, followed by (6), would therefore imply

∥AN ∥ ≤
N∑

j=1
|σj |∥AN−j∥

<

N∑
j=1

(
N

j

)
ηj∥AN ∥ =

(
(1 + η)N − 1

)
∥AN ∥ = ∥AN ∥,

a contradiction. The particular constant 21/N − 1 is exactly the value that makes the binomial sum equal to one.
Combining (5) with (3)–(4) yields, for that same k,

1
η

≥ ∥Ak+1∥
λ(A)∥Ak∥

≥ D(Ak+1)
2N2λ(A)D(Ak) .

After substituting the dynamical quantities from (3), this is precisely (2).

Ingredient III: pass from iterates to specializations
The paper explains why an estimate of the form (1) is suited to families. Theorem 14 assumes (1) for all dominant
rational self-maps of PN . If

fT : PN
T 99K PN

T

is a family over a smooth irreducible variety T over an algebraically closed field K, then for every ε > 0,

{t ∈ T (K) : δ(ft) ≤ δ(fT ) − ε} (7)

is contained in a proper Zariski closed subset of T .
Indeed, applying (1) to high iterates over the function field K(T ) allows one to choose m so that every one of the first
N ratios (

γN
deg(f (k+1)m

T )
deg(fkm

T )

)1/m

(0 ≤ k < N) (8)

is at least δ(fT ) − ε. For each of the finitely many iterates fkm
T , degree is preserved on a nonempty Zariski open

subset. On their common open subset, apply (1) to fm
t and use δ(fm

t )1/m = δ(ft); (8) then gives δ(ft) ≥ δ(fT ) − ε.
Hence (7) lies in the closed complement.
For monomial fibers, Corollary 16 supplies exactly the uniform estimate used in this argument. The proof mechanism
is transparent: only finitely many iterate degrees must remain unchanged under specialization, while the uniform
matrix bound converts those finite data into an asymptotic statement.

A one-dimensional check
When N = 1 and A = (a) with a ̸= 0, the map on Gm is x 7→ xa, and its projective extension has deg(φA) = δ(φA) = |a|.
Formula (2) becomes the true but non-sharp inequality |a| ≥ |a|/2. This toy case removes all matrix geometry: the loss
of a factor two already comes from the uniform norm–degree comparison, while in higher dimension Cayley–Hamilton
is needed to locate a controlled ratio among the first N steps.

Hard point and scope
The decisive point is Proposition 19: spectral radius is an asymptotic quantity, whereas specialization sees concrete
iterate degrees. The Cayley–Hamilton contradiction bridges them using only the dimension, so its constant is uniform
in the map.
The explicit constant in (2) is not asserted to be sharp. The unconditional result concerns monomial maps; Theorem
14 is conditional on the corresponding uniform estimate for all dominant rational self-maps in dimension N . The
paper also studies special quadratic birational families, gives both positive and negative examples for arithmetic
exceptional sets, and proves a bound on the degree of the inverse of a birational map; those separate results are not
used in the proof of (2).
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