arXiv:2310.07404v1 [math.NT] 11 Oct 2023

INTEGRAL PERIODIC ORBITS ON AFFINE SPACES

MINCHAN KANG

Abstract. In this paper, we give an elementary proof on the existence of an effective uniform upper bound on the size of integral periodic orbits of a single endomorphism in an affine space, dependent solely on its dimension. In fact, we derive a formula relating the primitive period to the local primitive period obtained through reduction modulo prime number. In particular, we prove that the size of any integral periodic orbit in the affine plane does not exceed 24. 1. Introduction

We investigate dynamical systems arising from polynomial maps with integer coefficients. Let X be a set, and consider an endomorphism f : X → X. An element P ∈ X is said to be f-periodic if there exists a positive integer n ≥ 1 such that f^n(P ) = P . If P is f-periodic, then the f-orbit

O_f (P ) = {f^k(P ) : k ≥ 0}

is a finite set, and the size |O_f (P )| is the smallest integer n ≥ 1 such that f^n(P ) = P. We call this integer the primitive period of P . We are particularly interested in the set A^N (Z) of Z-points of an affine N-space for an integer N, with an endomorphism f : A^N → A^N defined over Z.

A natural question one can think of is whether there exists an effectively computable constant, depending solely on N, which bounds the size of any periodic orbit in A^N . It is a well-known fact, which can be readily shown, that the size of any integral periodic orbit of an affine line is at most 2. Indeed, for any x, y ∈ Z, x − y divides f(x) − f(y) for any polynomial f(t) ∈ Z[t]. In fact, for higher dimensional affine spaces, or more generally for an arbitrary separated scheme of finite type over Z, the existence of a universal constant can be deduced by Fakhruddin’s work [2]. Moreover, Whang demonstrated the existence under more general setting, a set S of endomorphisms and a generalized definition of S-periodic orbits [9].

In this paper, we present a more elementary proof of the existence than the one given in [2, Theorem 2] or [9, Theorem 2.3], in the sense that it doesn’t use any scheme-theoretic argument, with respect to our particular focus on a single endomorphism on A^N . Our main method is analyzing the relationship with a local period obtained through reduction modulo prime number. This method was used in [4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 10] for rational functions in P^1 having good reduction, and was generalized in [3] for endomorphisms on smooth projective varieties having good reduction. Note that we cannot apply these results directly, as we are not working within a proper scheme, and we are not exclusively considering primes having good reduction.

Date: October 12, 2023. 1

We prove the following Theorem:

Theorem 1.1. Let f : A^N → A^N be an endomorphism of A^N defined over Z. Let p be a prime number, and let f̃ be the reduction modulo p map of f. If P ∈ A^N (Z) is a periodic point of f with primitive period n, then n = mdp^e, where m is the primitive period of P̃ , the reduction modulo p point of P , in A^N (F_p ), d is a positive integer less than or equal to p^N − 1, and e is a nonnegative integer.

Throughout this paper, we denote by ord_p the p-adic valuation of Z, normalized as ord_p(p) = 1, for each prime p. By applying the theorem above for p = 2 and p = 3, we can directly establish an upper bound of ord_p(n) for any prime number p, which is zero for all but finitely many p. This gives an effective upper bound on the size of any integral periodic orbit on A^N , which depends only on N. Moreover, applying the result from [2] in our formula, we can additionally obtain a better upper bound. In particular, for N = 2, we prove that any integral periodic orbit has a size less than or equal to 24.

Theorem 1.2. Any size of an integral periodic orbit of A^2 is at most 24.

Let us note that the bounds discussed in this paper may not be optimal. It is an interesting question to obtain an optimal value, as knowing the optimal upper bound provides an efficient algorithm for determining periodicity when a point and an endomorphism are given. Currently, there is no known example of an integral periodic orbit in A^2 with a size larger than 6. Hence, one might expect that the maximal length of the periodic orbit emerges in the linear case.

Question 1.3. Can the size of an integral periodic orbit in A^N exceed the maximal order in GL_{N+1}(Z)?

Acknowledgements. I would like to thank to Professor Junho Peter Whang for suggesting the problem and offering valuable guidance throughout this project. This work was supported by 2023 summer Undergraduate Research Internship from College of Natural Sciences, Seoul National University.

2. Reduction Modulo Prime

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.1. We first prove the following Lemma, which is a slight generalization of [1, Corollary 2].

Lemma 2.1. Let N be a positive integer and p a prime number. Let A be a N × N matrix with coefficients in F_p . Let g = g(A) be the smallest positive integer such that A^g is diagonalizable over F_p and has only 0 and 1 as eigenvalues. Then g ≤ p^N − 1. Proof. If A has 0 as its unique eigenvalue, then by Cayley-Hamilton theorem, A^N = 0, and we are done. Otherwise, again by Cayley-Hamilton theorem, F_p [A] has at most p^N − 1 nonzero elements. Hence, there exists a positive integer k < p^N such that

(1) A^k = A^{pN} . Let t be the smallest positive integer such that t(p^N − k) ≥ k.

Then (t − 1)(p^N − k) < k, so t(p^N − k) < p^N . Now by (1), A^k(A^{pN −k} − 1) = 0, so A^k(A^{t(pN −k)} − 1) = 0 and A^{t(pN −k)}(A^{t(pN −k)} − 1) = 0. Hence A^{t(P N −k)} is diagonalizable over F_p with eigenvalues 0 and 1. □ Now we prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let P = (a_1, . . . , a_N ) ∈ A^N (Z) be a periodic point of f with primitive period n. By conjugating ((x_1, . . . , x_N ) → (x_1 − a_1, . . . , x_N − a_N )) ∈ Aut(A^N /Z), we may assume P = (0, . . . , 0). Let P̃ ∈ A^N (F_p ) be a reduction modulo p point of P . Since f̃^n(P̃ ) = ~f n(P ) = P̃ , P̃ is a periodic point of f̃. If m is the primitive period of P̃ in A N (F_p ), then m divides n by the minimality of m. Hence replacing f by f^m, we may assume m = 1.

If n = 1, we are done. Assume n > 1, and for any k ≥ 1, let f^k(P ) = f^k(0, . . . , 0) = (A^{(k)}_1 , . . . , A^{(k)}_N ).

Since we are assuming f̃(P̃ ) = P̃ , we see that p divides A^{(1)}_i for all i = 1, 2, . . . , N. Let r = min_i {ord_p(A^{(1)}_i )} ≥ 1.

Let f = (f_1, . . . , f_N ). As A^{(1)}_i are constant terms of f_i for each i = 1, . . . , N, we have ord_p(A^{(2)}_i ) ≥ r for all i = 1, . . . , N. Hence min_i{ord_p(A^{(2)}_i )} ≥ r, and inductively, (2) min_i {ord_p(A^{(k)}_i )} ≥ r

for any k ≥ 1. Let

D = D(f) = ( ∂f_i(0, . . . , 0) ∂x_j ) 1≤i,j≤N ∈ Mat_N (Z).

By (2), for k ≥ 1, A^{(k+1)} 1 . . A^{(k+1)} N ≡ A^{(1)}_1 . . A^{(1)}_N + D A^{(k)}_1 . . A^{(k)}_N (mod p^{2r})

since higher terms are divided by p^{2r}. Considering elements of A^N (Z) as vectors in Z^n, we inductively have f^{k+1}(P ) ≡ (I + D + · · · + D^k)f(P ) (mod p^{2r}) for k ≥ 1. In particular, 0 = f^n(P ) ≡ (I + D + · · · + D^{n−1})f(P ) (mod p^{2r}).

Let A^{(1)}_i = p^rα_i for i = 1, . . . , N. Let v = (α_1, . . . , α_N )^T be the nonzero vector in Z^N, whose reduction modulo p is also nonzero vector in F^N_p by definition of r. Then 0 ≡ (I + D + · · · + D^{n−1})v (mod p^r).

In particular,

(3) 0 = (I + D̃ + · · · + D̃^{n−1})ṽ

as a vector in F^N_p , where D̃ and ṽ are reduction modulo p matrix and vector of D and v, respectively. Multiplying (I − D̃) to the both side of (3), we have D̃^nṽ = ṽ. Let d ≥ 1 be the minimal integer such that D̃^dṽ = ṽ. Case 1. If d = 1, then (3) implies that nṽ = 0. Hence p divides n, since ṽ is a nonzero vector in F^N_p .

Case 2. If d > 1, then d divides n by the minimality of d. The above equality implies that D̃^d has eigenvector ṽ with eigenvalue 1. Let g = g(D̃) be the integer related to D̃ in Lemma 2.1. Then d divides g.

Now, replace f by f^p and f^d for Case 1 and Case 2, respectively, and apply the above process iteratively. It ends after a finite number of iterations since n is finite. Note that both the matrix D and the vector v change during the replacement process. However ~ D(f^k) = ~D(f)^k for any k ≥ 1 since m = 1, so replacing D̃ is same as taking power of D̃. Moreover, after raising D̃ to a suitable power d_0 during the process, where d_0 divides g, the situation eventually becomes restricted to Case 1. Thus

n = d_0p^e

for some d_0 dividing g ≤ p^N − 1 and e ≥ 0. □

As we have mentioned, Theorem 1.1 directly proves the existence of an effective uniform upper bound on the size of an integral periodic orbit.

Theorem 2.2. Let N ≥ 1 be an integer. There exists an effective constant C(N) > 0 such that, for any endomorphism f : A^N → A^N defined over Z and a periodic point P ∈ A^N (Z) of f, the size |O_f (P )| of the orbit is less than or equal to C(N).

Proof. Take any f ∈ End(A^N /Z) and let n be a size of an integral periodic orbit of f. By applying Theorem 1.1 with p = 2, we have n = md2^e, where m, d, e are integers such that m ≤ 2^N , d ≤ 2^N − 1, and e ≥ 0. Then ord_q (n) is bounded for any prime q, except for 2. Moreover, prime numbers greater than 2^N cannot appear in the factorization of n. Applying Theorem 1.1 with p = 3, we can also bound ord_2(n). If N is given, we can effectively calculate each bound of ord_p(n) for any prime number p. □

3. A Tighter Upper Bound

In this section, we focus on constructing a lower value of the bound. We first recall the result of Fakhruddin.

Theorem 3.1 ([2, Proposition 2.2]). Let p be a prime number. Let (A, m) be a local sub-Z_p-algebra of (Z_p)^{pn} of rank p^n which is preserved by the automorphism σ given by cyclic permutation of the coordinates. Furthermore, assume that σ acts trivially in m/m^2. Then n = 0 if p ≠ 2 and n ≤ 1 if p = 2.

Applying Theorem 3.1 for p = 2, we can obtain an additional restriction to the size of integral periodic orbit.

Theorem 3.2. Let N be an integer. Let p(N) be the largest prime number less than 2^N . Then any size of an integral periodic orbit of A^N divides

2^{2N} ∏ p:prime 3≤p≤p(N) p^{2[N logp 2]}.

Proof. Take f ∈ End(A^N /Z), and let P ∈ A^N (Z) be a periodic point of f with primitive period n. By Theorem 1.1 with p = 2, we have n = md2^e for local period m ≤ 2^N , a nonnegative integer d ≤ 2^N − 1, and an integer e ≥ 0. Hence for prime numbers p ≠ 2, we obtain the result.

Replacing f by f^m, we may assume P̃ is a fixed point of f̃. Let d = d_12^{e′} , where d_1 is an odd integer. Again replacing f by f^{d1} , we may assume that P has primitive period 2^j = 2^{e+e′} . Now consider f as an endomorphism defined over Z_2 and P as a Z_2-point of A^n_{Z2}. Let Z = 2^j −1⋃

i=0 f^i(P )(Spec Z_2)

be a closed subscheme of A^n_{Z2} endowed with the reduced closed subscheme structure. Then Z = Spec A for some local sub-Z_2-algebra (A, m) of (Z_2)^{2j} rank 2^j . Moreover, f induces an automorphism of A given by cyclic permutation of the coordinates. The map f_{Z,∗} : m/m^2 → m/m^2 is a restriction of f_∗ : n/n^2 → n/n^2, where n is the maximal ideal of a stalk of the closed point of Z in A^n_{Z2}. Note that f_∗ is represented by ( 1 0 0 D̃ )

as a F_2 -linear map, where D̃ is the N × N matrix with coefficients in F_2 defined in the proof of Theorem 1.1. Let h = 2^{e0} h^′ be the least integer such that (f_{Z,∗})^h is the identity map. Then h divides g = g(D̃) in Lemma 2.1, so e_0 is smaller than N.

Replace f by f^h, and let k = max{0, j − e_0}. Then P has primitive period 2^k, and A is a local sub-Z_2-algebra of (Z_2)^{2k} of rank 2^k satisfying the assumption of Theorem 3.1, so k ≤ 1. Hence, ord_2(n) = ord_2(m) + j ≤ N + e_0 + k ≤ 2N − 1 + k ≤ 2N, which proves the assertion for p = 2. □

By analyzing the integers that appear in the proof of Theorem 3.2, we can derive more improved upper bound. In particular, we prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let n be a size of an integral periodic orbit of A^2 . We have shown that n = md2^e for some m ≤ 4 and d ≤ 3. Recall that d divides an integer g ≤ 2^2 − 1 = 3. We use j, h and e_0 as the same notation in the proof of Theorem 3.2.

(i) If d = 3, then g = 3 and e_0 = 0 since h divides g. Hence e = j ≤ k ≤ 1, and n ≤ 4 · 3 · 2 = 24.

(ii) Otherwise, e_0 ≤ 1, and j ≤ k + e_0 ≤ 2, so n ≤ 16.

In any cases, we can conclude that n ≤ 24. □

References

[1] M. Darafsheh. Order of elements in the groups related to the general linear group. Finite Fields and Their Applications, 11:738–747, 11 2005.

[2] N. Fakhruddin. Boundedness results for periodic points on algebraic varieties. Proceedings Mathematical Sciences, 111:173–178, 05 2001.

[3] B. Hutz. Good reduction of periodic points on projective varieties. Illinois Journal of Mathematics - ILL J MATH, 53, 01 2009.

[4] H.-C. Li. Counting periodic points of p-adic power series. Compositio Mathematica, 100, 01 1996.

[5] P. Morton and J. H. Silverman. Rational periodic points of rational functions. International Mathematics Research Notices, 1994:97–110, 1994.

[6] P. Morton and J. H. Silverman. Periodic points, multiplicities, and dynamical units. Journal für die reine und angewandte Mathematik, 461:81–122, 1995.

[7] W. Narkiewicz. Polynomial cycles in algebraic number fields. Colloquium Mathematicae, 58(1):151–155, 1989.

[8] T. Pezda. Polynomial cycles in certain local domains. Acta Arithmetica, 66(1):11–22, 1994. [9] J. P. Whang. On periodic orbits of polynomial maps, 2023.

[10] M. Zieve. Cycles of Polynomial Mappings. University of California, Berkeley, 1996.

Department of Mathematical Sciences, Seoul National University, Gwanak-ro 1, Gwankak-gu, Seoul, South Korea 08826

Email address: azboy@snu.ac.kr