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Abstract

For a polynomial f(z) € Q[z] and rational numbers ¢,u, we put f.(x) = f(z) + ¢,
and consider the Zsigmondy set Z(f.,u) associated to the sequence {fI(u) — u}n>1,
see Definition [[I] where f is the n-st iteration of f.. In this paper, we prove that
if w is a rational critical point of f, then there exists an My > 0 such that My >

maxee{#Z(fe,u)}.
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1. Introduction

For every polynomial f(z) € Q[z] and « € Q we put fo(z) := f(z) + . Therefore, f,
can be considered as a one-parameter family of polynomials. For every u € Q we write

Sfui={ce Q| {fl(u) — u}nx1 is infinite},

where f7' is the n-st iteration of f.. In particular, if u = 0, we put Sy := Sy .

We denote by val,(—) the p-adic valuation of Q normalized by val,(p) = 1. In keeping
with the terminology of [5], for every polynomial f(z) € Q[z], v € Q and n > 1 we
say that p is a primitive prime divisor of f™(u) — u if val,(f™(u) — u) > 0 and
val,(fF(u) —u) <0 forall 1 <k <n.

Definition 1-1. The Zsigmondy set of the sequence {f™(u) — u},>1 is defined by

Z(f,u) ={n=1]| f"(u) — v has no primitive prime divisor}.

The primary application of bounds on the Zsigmondy set is towards understanding
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arboreal Galois representations associated to iteration of rational maps over number
fields. It is first studied by Bang [1] and Zsigmondy [9]. Since then, there have been quite
a few research papers on characterizing/bounding Zsigmondy sets of various sequences
in various settings, e.g., Carmichael [2], Schinzel [8], Rice [7], Ingram—Silverman [5],
Doerksen—Haensch [3], Gratton-Nguyen—Tucker[4], Krieger [6], etc.

In this work, we are interested in the size of the Zsigmondy set of a sequence obtained
from the critical orbit of polynomials with rational coefficients of degree d = 2. We denote
by ¥ the set of finite primes of Z and reserve p for a prime number.

We first state our main theorem.

Theorem 1-2. For every polynomial f € Q[x] of degree d = 2 with a critical point u € Q
there is a constant My > 0, depending only on f (independent of c € Q), such that

#Z(fe,u) < My

for every ce Sg,,.

It is worth mentioning that Rice [7] was the first to prove the finiteness of Z(f,0)
for each individual polynomial f(z) # z?. In [3], Doerksen-Haensch prove Theorem
for the case that f(r) = 2%, u = 0 and ¢ € Z, which is generalized by Krieger in [6] to
every ¢ € Q, see [6] Theorem 1.1]. Our contribution is to prove Theorem for general
polynomials which are not necessary to be monic nor integer. As we consider polynomials
f that are more complicated than 2%, we did not aim to get the sharpest uniform bound
M;.

Definition 1-3. A polynomial g(x) € Q[z] is called z2-divisible if it has degree d > 2
and is of the form

g(z) = ugz® + - + upx? € Q[z].

At the last section we will prove that the following theorem implies Theorem
Theorem 1-4. Given an z?-divisible g(x) € Z[z]| of degree d > 3 there is a constant
M, > 0, depending only on g, such that

#Z(gw O) < Mg

for every ce S,.

Note that one can give an explicit expression of the lower bound M, when combining
the decomposition of S, in Proposition with Propositions B-3] B-4] B-7 and B8

This paper is inspired by Krieger’s work in [6]. We generalize her result from the special
polynomial f(z) = z¢ to arbitrary polynomials in Q[z]. We first address the difficulties
on this generalization as follows.

The first difficulty is from dealing with the non-monic case, in which the denominator
f(c) is no longer always equal to d"’s power of the denominator of ¢. To conquer it, we
introduce a factorization of an integer with respect to the leading term wugy of f, see (2.9),
which allows us to focus on the major factor of the denominator of f7(c).

The second difficulty is from the critical points of large multiplicities. Due to this
reason, some arguments in [6] do not work for our case. For example, Krieger uses
Mabhler’s theorem to control | f(c)| by | f7~1(c)— f.1(0)|. However, this estimation might
not be enough when f7~!(c) is very close to a critical point with large multiplicity. It
forces us to control | f7(c)| in Proposition 211 by | £~V (c) — £ (0)] for some relatively
large N > 1.
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2. Introduction of Proposition[Z2 and some estimates

We split this section into two parts. In the first part, we introduce our main tech-
nical result Proposition whose proof will be given in §3] and prove that it implies
Theorem [[-4] In the second part, we focus on estimating In | A,,| which appears in Propo-
sition [2-2]

Let us first set conventions and introduce some notations.

(1) We set N := {1,2,...} to be the set of natural numbers and for every n € N we

denote by [n] the finite set {1,2,...,n}.

(2) We denote by X the set of finite primes of Z and reserve p for a prime number.
For every n € Z\{0} the sum };  and the product [],, are taken over all its
distinct prime factors whose number is denoted by w(n).

We will always write an 22-divisible g(x) € Z[z] by g(z) = ugz? + - - - + ua2? € Z[z], and
define its length by

d—1
Ly =1+ Y |uil/|udl-
=2

For every z2-divisible g(z) € Z[z], c € Q and n > 0 we write the (n + 1)-st iteration
9:71(0) as
An

n+1 _ N — "
g7 (0) = g2(0) =

where B,, > 0, A,, are coprime and both depend on g and c. Clearly, we have ¢ = g.(0) =
Ao

By *

Definition 2-1. For an z?-divisible g(z) € Z[z] and a set S in S, we call that g has
rapidly increasing numerators on S if there exists an integer N > 0 such that for
every c € S there is a finite set J. with #J. < N such that for every n ¢ J. we have

In|A,| > In|A,,|. (2.1)
pln

We now state our main proposition, which is followed by the proof of Theorem [T-4
Proposition 2:2 (Main Proposition). Every x?-divisible g(x) € Z[z] has rapidly increas-
ing numerators on Sy.

Proof of Theorem in assuming proposition [2-2. By [6l Lemma 2.3 and Corollary 2.4],

if n € Z(gc,0), then Ay, | [, An/p and hence
In|A,| < Zln | Al -
pln
Together with Proposition [2:-2] this finishes the proof. O

The naive idea of proving Proposition is to give a lower bound for In|A,| and an
upper bound for len |Ar/p| such that the lower bound is always greater than the upper
bound when n is large enough. Consider that

In|A,| =1n B, +Inlg;(c). (2.2)
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It is sufficient for us to control In B,, and In |g7(c)|.

2-1. Upper bounds for In B,, and In|g"(c)|

Lemma 2-3. Given any z2-divisible g(x) € Z[x] and c € Q, for every n > 0 we have
(1) In By, < d"1n By;

(2) In|g(c)| < d"In (2|ud|max{|c|,4Lg}>.

Proof. (1) Since g7(c) can be written as A/, /BZ" for some A/, € Z, we have B,|B§ .
(2) Tt is enough to prove

Fid

197(e)] < (2lug)) =T (max{|c| 4Lg}) for all n = 0.

For n = 0, we have |g%(c)| = |c| <max{|c|,4L,} .
Assume that the desired inequality holds for some n > 0 and temporarily denote its
right side by T},. Then we have

l9e7H(e)] < luallgz ()] + Z [uillg2 (€)]* + le| < Jual (T + L) T ™

dn+1

n+l_q
< Jual - 2T - T = (2Jual) T (max {lel, 4Ly} )
The proof follows by induction. O

2:2. A lower bound for In B,
Consider that

Api1 +1 An 4, Ao
_ = n = (c\ —/ = i——g ——— 2-
Boe) gl () =g B, Z:Zzu B + By (2.3)

Lemma 2-4. Given any z*-divisible g(z) € Z[z] and c € Q, for everyn =0 if pe I(B,,),
then we have

(i) pe I(Bpy1) and

(ii) valy(Bpn+1) = dval,(By,) — val,(uq).

Proof. Note that for every n > 0 we have

val, <”dAd) ) + dval,(A,) — dval,(B,), (2.4)
Va1p< ) dyval,(B,), i=2,...,d—1, (2.5)
val (BO) > —val,(By). (2.6)
Therefore, if p € I(B,,), then we have val,(4,) = 0 and
val, (%‘fl) < (1= d)val,(B,) < val, (“Bi”) (2.7)

for every 2 < i < d— 1. Note that the term on the right hand side of this inequality does
not exist for the case d = 2.
We now prove this lemma by induction.
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For n = 0 we have val,(By) > val,(ug). Combined with (23] and ([2.7), this implies
A Ad
val, (B—1> = val, (%{;) = val,(uq) — dval,(By) < —valp(uq)
and hence p € I(By).

Now we assume that this lemma holds for every 0 < k < n.
(1) If p ¢ I(By), we have

val,(Bo) < valy(ug) < val,(By).
Combined with (23] and (Z1)), this implies

d
val, (g”“) = val, <%> = val,(ug) — dval,(B,) < —val,(uq) (2.8)

n+1 Bg

and hence p € I(Bj,41)-
(2) If p € I(By), then by induction, we have p € I(B,,) and

val,(B,) = d"val,(By) — val,( Z > val,(

Combining (23) with (Z7)), we also obtain (Z8)). This completes the induction. O
For every a € Z we denote
I(a) == {pe X | valy(a) > val,(uq)},

and put

1_[ pva,l (2'9)

pel(a)

When I(a) is empty, we put @ := 1. Note that we always have
la| < |uqal. (2.10)

Lemma 2-5. Given any z2-divisible g(x) € Z[z] of degree d > 3 and c € Q, for every
0 <7’ <n we have

’
n—m

InB, > In B,

Proof. If f/?; = 1, it is trivial.
Now we assume that B, > 2. It is enough to show that every prime p € I(B,) satisfies

’
n—mnm

d
valy(By) = Tvalp (Bn) . (2.11)
Using Lemma 2-4] inductively, we have
, n—n'—1 . , n—n'—1 .
val, (Bp) = d" " val,(By) — valy(ug) >, d' > (d”” - > dl) val, (B ).

From our assumption that d > 3, we have

n-n . ’ ’ 1 ’
— Z db=dn" —2dn " -1 > gdn—n 7

which completes the proof. O
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2-3. The lower bound for In|g?(c)|
Lemma 2-6. Given any z>-divisible g(x) € Z[z] and ¢ € Q, if |g% (¢)| = max {4L,, |c|}

for some n' = 0, then for every n = n’ we have
dn—n'71 ’ n—n'
s d
lge ()l =27 =1 gl ()T .
Clearly, in this case c is in the basin of infinity for g..

Proof. The proof follows from induction. For n = n/ this lemma is trivial.
Assume that this lemma holds for some n > n’. Then we have

7 ’
n—mn ’ qan—n

g7(c)] = 2T g ()| = max{dLy, ||} - [ALy/2] T > max{4Ly, ||},

and hence
d .
g2 ()] = [uallg ()" = ] uallgi (o) — el
i=2

> Jual (J92()1" = Lylg2 ()"~ ) = gz ()| Jual (Ig2 (0)] — Ly )

—n/41

_dam —1 n
> gt (/2227 gl (o)

|dn7n/+l

O (2.12)

Corollary 2-7. Given any 22-diisible g(x) € Z[z] and ¢ € Q, if |g% (¢)| = max {4L,, |c|}
for some n' = 0, then for every n = n’ we have

In g ()| = d" " In g (c)/2].

Proof. Tt follows directly from Lemma 2-6 O
Given an algebraic number v € C of degree £ with conjugates 1 == 7,72, ...,y over Q,

let ag be an integer such that the coefficients of the polynomial g(X) = ag Hle (X —v)
are integers of gcd 1, then we define the Mahler measure of v by

¢
M (y) = |ao| | [ max(1,|~l)-

=1

Notation 2-8. For every r > 1 and § > 0 we put
W(r,8) :==2x1076"* - In4r - Inln 4r.

Theorem 2-9 ([10], Theorem 1). Let 0 < & < 1. Then for every algebraic number v of
degree v = 1, there are at most W (r,d) solutions a/be€ Q to

la/b—~| < M(a/b)~27° (2.13)

with M (a/b) = max{4%° M (v)}.

Theorem implies the following result.
Corollary 2:10. Given any x*-divisible g(x) € Z[x], for every L > 0, N € N, c €
[-L,L] n Q and v € C such that g (y) = 0, there is an integer D > 0, independent of
c, such that

la/b—~] < (21);1))3 (2.14)

has at most W (d™,1/10) rational solutions a/b with b > max {420, (|ud|B0D)dN} .
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Proof. Let vc1,...,7.a~ be the roots of gN(x) = 0 in C which are not necessary to be
distinct. Since g () is continuous as a function of x and ¢, there exists an integer D > 1
such that for every ce [-L, L] n Q and 1 < i < d" we have

[ve.il < D. (2.15)

Without loss of generality, we put v := v.1 and h(z) = ag Hle(x — Ye,i) to be the
minimal polynomial of v with integer coefficients of ged 1.

Since BgN gN(y) = 0 and BgN gN(z) is a polynomial with integer coefficients, we have
h(x)|BgN gN (z). Combined with Gauss’s lemma, this implies

aol(uaBo)®" . (2.16)
Combining (218) with (ZI6]), we have
M(y) < (|ualBo)™" D". (2.17)

On the other hand, for every rational number a/b in the lowest terms such that |a/b| <
2D we have

b < M(a/b) < 2bD. (2.18)

Note that Theorem still holds when we do the following modifications.

(1) Restricting this theorem to a set of algebraic numbers and changing M(y) to a
function of v which is larger than M (v) for every v in this set.

(2) Changing the right hand side of (ZI3]) to a function of a/b which is less than
M (a/b)~%7° for every rational number a/b.

(3) Changing the second M (a/b) in Theorem 2:9] to a function of a/b which is less
than M (a/b) for every rational number a/b.

Therefore, combined with (ZI7) and (2I8]), Theorem implies that there are at

most W (£, §) rational solutions a/b to

la/b—~| < (2b6D)>7° (2.19)

such that |a/b| < 2D and b > max{4%/% (Jug|Bo)*" D*}.
For rational number a/b such that |a/b| > 2D we have

la/b—~| =D >1> (2bD)"27°.

Together with (219), this shows that there at most W (¢, d) rational solutions a/b € Q
to

la/b—~| < (2b6D)">7° (2.20)

with b > max{4%/%, (Jug|By)*" D*}.
Take  := 1/10. Combining W (¢,1/10) < W (d",1/10) with the modification(3) above,
we can replace £ by d¥ and —2 — 1/10 by —3, which completes the proof. O

Now we consider |c| < 4L,. Recall that S, is the set that contains all rational number
¢ such that {¢7(0)} is infinite. By Corollary 27 with n’ = 0, for every ¢ € (—o0, —4L,] U
[4L4,00) we have lim,,_,o In |7 ()| = 00 and hence Sy > (—00, —4L,4] U [4L,4, 0).

We denote by U the finite subset of Sy n [~4Ly,4L4] consisting of all the rational
numbers with denominator dividing ug and put Uy = [-4Lg,4L4] 0 (S,\UY). The fol-
lowing proposition aims at dealing the case c € Uy. It is worth noting that E) > 2 for all
ce U,.



8 RUFEI REN

Proposition 2:11. For an z?*-divisible g(x) € Z[x] and a real number o € [—4L,4,4L,]
such that g(x) # uqx? or a # 0, there exists 0 < § < Ly, C > 0 and an integer N = 0
such that for every c € (o — b, + ) 'Sy if f/?; > 2 for some n' = 0, then there is a
finite set S. € N of bounded cardinality N +n' such that for every n ¢ S. we have

In|gl(c)] Zz min{(—-1+1/d)In B, +InC, Ind}.
Proof. Let

o |- |

which satisfies

9(d — 1)No=t < g1, (2.21)

Let 71,...,7 € C be the distinct roots of gYo(z) = 0 of multiplicity mq,...,m,,
respectively. Choose an 0 < e < 1 small enough such that for any two distinct 4, j € [r]
we have |y; — ;| > 3e.

By continuity of g2 (z) as a function of  and ¢, there exists 0 < § < L, such that for
every 1 <i<rand o, €R with |o/ —«a| < d and || < § there are exactly m; roots of
gNo(2) — B = 0 in the disk O(y;,¢) < C.

Now we consider an arbitrary c € (o — d§, + §) N Sy.

Let I’ be the multiset consisting of all the roots of g¥o(z) = 0, i.e. two elements in T
could be the same. From the argument above, for every n = Ny if |7 (c¢)| < §, then there
exists 1 < ip < r such that g"~™o(c) € O(v;,,¢€). We put

Iy =T1\0(ig,€) and Tz =T O(3i,e).

Note that we have

[ =T, uTly, #() =d" and #(T) = my,. (2.22)
Now we count the distance between g”~¥°(c) and the points in T.

For every ¢ € I'y, from our choice of €, we have
€ — g0 No(c)] > e —2e = e. (2.23)

For every £ € 'y, by Corollary with L := 4L, and N = Ny, there is an integer
D > 0, independent of ¢, such that

1
la/b—¢&| < @D)? (2.24)

has at most W (d™0,1/10) rational solutions a/b with b > max{42°, (jug|ByD)*"°}.
Put

Ny = [log;120] + Ng and Nj = [3log,loga(uiD + 1)] + 2Np.

Then for every n > N1, by Lemma 2:5] we have

d’ﬂ—No — d’ﬂ—No
InBpyn—n, = 3 In B, > 3 In2 > 201In4.
If EB =1, by Lemma 28] (21I0) and the choice of Na, for every n = Ny we have
dano o dano
In By yn—Ng = In B, > In2 > d™ In(u3D) = d™o In(|ug| Bo D).

3 3
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If Bo 2, by Lemma 2-5l and [210) again, for every n = Ny we have

dano o~ d’n,fN()
In BTL*N[) = <

5By > 5 dNo>1n2+dN01n§0

> dNo In(u2ByD) = d™° In(|ua| By D).

Therefore, there are most W (d™°,1/10) many integers n = max{N; +n’, No +n'} such
that g7 ~™o(c) is a rational solution to ([Z.24). Combined with

gt (@)l = g2 (g™ @) [ = [ [lor ™) =&l = T lgr =™ (e)=¢l- T ] lgn ()¢,
ger gel'y £el's

this implies that for all but at most #I's - W (d™°,1/10) many n > max{N; +n/, No +n'}
we have

In|gl(c)] = #'1-Ine—3-#I'2In (2DB),_n,) - (2.25)

Combining (2.22]) and our assumption 0 < € < 1, we have

#T) Ine—3-#T51n (2DBy_p,) = d¥ In ( — 3405 In By, .

)
8D3
From our assumption that g(z) # ugz? or a # 0, we have

#Ty = my, < (d—1)No,

Therefore, the previous statement implies that for all but at most
(d —1)NoWw (dNo,1/10) many n > max{N; +n’, N + n’} we have

In |¢"(c)| = d™° In (ﬁ) —3(d— 1)™ 10 B,_y,. (2.26)
By (ZI0) and 221)), we have
dNo=1(d -1 dNo=1(d -1 ——
3(d—1)NInB,_n, < #lan_No < %lnﬂugﬂBn_%).
By Lemma [2-5] we obtain
dNo=1(d -1 — dNo=1(d -1 1
% In(|ug|Bn-n,) < % In|ugq| + In B,
d—1
< d™oln |ug| + In B,
The two inequality above implies that
Right Hand Side of @28) = d™ In | =——— ) + (=1 + 1/d) In B,
8|ud|D3
which completes the proof. [l

3. Proof of Proposition [2-9

The basic idea of proving Proposition is to show that for each z2-divisible g(z) €
Z[x] there exists a finite cover of Sy as follows:

() (o, AL,] 0 4L )

(2) (@ —dg,a,a+6g,a) N U, for finitely many « in [-4L4,4Lg] with 0 < 04,0 < Lg;

(3) the finite set UY,
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such that g has rapidly increasing numerators on every set in this cover.
Recall that for every n € N we denote by w(n) the number of its distinct prime divisors.
For convenience, we put sg(n) = Zp|n d7 . Then we have the following estimation.

Lemma 3-1. For every d > 2 and every n > 30, we have sq(n) < d'%".
Proof. For every integer n = 2 we have n > 2*(") and hence
w(n) < logy n. (3.1)
Since for every prime divisor p of n we have n/p < n/2. Combined with (B.I)), we have
sa(n) < dzw(n) < d? logyn. (3.2)
On the other hand, for every n > 30 we have
logon < 5 < 2% < div.
Together with ([3.2]), this finishes the proof. O

Lemma 3-2. Given any x>-divisible g(x) € Z[x] and c € Q, for every n = 30 we have

Zln |4, | < 4% In (2|ud|2§3 max{|c|,4Lg}>.
Pl

Proof. By Lemma [2-3] for every n = 0 we have

Z In|A, | < Z d™? In <2|ud|BO max {|c|, 4Ly} )
pln pln
Together with Lemma Bl and (210), this finishes the proof. O

Proposition 3-3. Every x2-divisible g(z) € Z[x] of degree d = 3 has rapidly increasing
numerators on (—o0, —4Lg] U [4Lg, ).

Proof. Let ¢ be an arbitrary rational number in (—oo, —4L,] u [4L,, ).
By Lemma [2:5] Corollary -7 with n’ = 0 and |c| = 4L, > 4, for every n = 0 we have
In|A,| 2d"1n|c/2|+d?nlnf/35 > d?nln|c£/35|. (3.3)
Combined with Lemma B2 and |¢| = 4L, this implies that for every n = 30 we have
A = Y In|4,,| > —d% n(2fuqf?) + (d”/3 - d‘%") In ‘CBB‘ .
pln

Therefore, there exists an integer N > max {g log, 3, 30}, which only depends on g,
such that for every n > N and every rational number ¢ € (—o0, —4L4] U [4L,, 00) we have

In|A,| > Zln |A

p|n

n/p‘ .

Thus we prove this proposition. O

We next prove the following.
Proposition 3-4. Every polynomial g(x) = ugx® € Z[x] of degree d = 3 has rapidly
mereasing numerators on (—@, @) N Sy.

Since 0 ¢ Sy, it is sufficient to show the following two lemmas.
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Lemma 3-5. Every polynomial g(x) = ugxr® € Z[z] of degree d = 3 has rapidly increasing
) N Sy.

numerators on (0, m

Proof. For every c € (0 ) N Sg and n = 0 we have

_1

> 4lugl
a"—1 n

le| < g2 (o)) < (Jual +1) = [e] < (Jugl + DT ¢ (3.4)

and L/BB
Comblnlng Lemmas 2:-3(1), 28] for n’ = 0 with 4], for every n = 0 we have

o~
In|A,|— Zln |Ap| = (1= w(n))In|c| + 3 In By — sa(n) In ((Juq| + 1)By).

pln

Together with (210) and lemma B-T] this implies that for every n = 30 we have

In|A,|— Zln Ay p| = —d% In ((Jual + 1)[ual) + (d?n — d%) In By.

pln
From L/BB > 2, there exists an integer N > 30 such that for every n = N we have
In|A,| —Zln|An/p| > 0,
pln

which completes the proof. O

Lemma 3-6. Every polynomial g(z) = ugr? € Z[x] of degree d = 3 has rapidly increasing

numerators on 4|ud‘ , O) N Sy.

Proof. Note that when d is odd, we may replace ¢ with —c and the forward orbit of 0

will be unchanged, modulo sign. By Lemma [B-5] we immediately prove this case.
Therefore, it is sufficient to study the case that d is even. We first show that for every

ce(— 0) and every n = 0 we have

el (1 = Jual el ™) < lge (o)l < Jel- (3-5)

For n = 0, we have |g2(c)| = |¢|. Assume that ([B.5]) holds for some n > 0. Since g.(z)
is negative and decreasing on (— 0), we have

_1
4fual’

1
M7
el (1 = Juallel*™) = lge(e)| < lge(ge ()] < [£(O)] = |el,

which proves (83 by induction.
Combining Lemmas [2-3[(1), 2-5 with ([&3]), we have

v .~
In|A,| — Zln |A,p| = 1In <|c| (1 - |ud||c|d71)) +3 In By — sq(n)In By — w(n)ln|c|

pln

ar o~
> In(1 — |ug||c[*1) + 3 In By — sq(n) In By.

Together with (ZI0), Lemma BT and |¢| <
have

4‘id|, this implies that for every n = 30 we

A P
In|A,| = Y In|A,,| = In(3/4) + d’ In |ug| + <§ —d%) In By. (3.6)
pln
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On the other hand, for every ¢ € (— 4Ii »0), we have By > 2. Combined with BA),
this proves that there exists an integer N > 30 such that for every n = N we have

In|A,|— Zln | Ay | > 0,

pln

which completes the proof. O

Proposition 3-7. Given any z*-divisible g(x) € Z[x] of degree d > 3 and o € [—4L4,4Lg]
such that g(z) # uqz?® or a # 0, there is an 0 < & < L, such that g has rapidly increasing
numerators on ¢ € (a — 6, + ) N Uy,.

Proof. Note that for every c € Uy we have By = 2. By Proposition Z-IT] with n’ = 0, there
is a 3-tuple 0 < 6 < Ly, C > 0 and Ny > 0 such that for every c € (a — §,a+ 6) n U,
there is a finite set S. < N of bounded cardinality N; such that for every n ¢ S. we have

In|gl(c)| 2 min{(-1+1/d)In B,, + InC, Ind},
and therefore

1
In|A,| = mln{glan-i-lnC, lan—f—lné}. (3.7)
On the other hand, by Lemma 25 we have

In(B,) +Iné —d*3 ln‘ZcudB0’>1n5+<— f?>lnBo % In [2¢0?),

d

Combined with Lemma[3-2 (3.7)) and |c| < 5L, this implies that there exists an integer
N = 30 such that for every rational number ¢ € («—9, a+9) and n € {Na, No+1,..., }\ S,
we have

1 n - d n
~In(B,) +InC —d*% ln‘QCuZB(J’ >InC + ( dgf’) InBy —d% In |2cu?|.

In|A,| > Zln |A

pln

n/p‘ :

Taking N := N; + N», we prove this proposition. O

Now we turn our attention to the finite set Up.
Proposition 3-8. Every z2-divisible g(x) € Z[z] of degree d > 3 has rapidly increasing
numerators on the finite set Ug.

Proof. Tt is sufficient to show that for each individual rational number in Ug there are
finite many n € N satisfying (21]).

Let ¢ be an arbitrary rational number in Ug. We first show that there must exist an
integer n/ such that either |¢" (c)| > 4L, or By = 2. Suppose that for every n > 0
we have é; =1, i.e., Bylug. Since ¢ € S, and there are only finitely many integers in
[-4L4,4L,] with denominator dividing u4, we know that there must exist an n’ > 0 such
that |g% (c)| > 4L,.

(1) When |c¢| < 4L, By = 1 and there exists an integer n’ > 1 such that lgi ()| > 4L,.
Combining these conditions with Corollary2-7land Lemmal[3-2] for every n > max{30,n'}
we have

In[An| = > In|A, | = —d% In(8Lglual?) + d" ™
pln

g /2],
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Clearly, there exists an integer N > max{30,n'} such that for every n > N we have

In|A,| >Zln’A

p|n

o

(2) When |c| < 4Ly, By = 1 and there is an integer n’ > 1 such that By > 2. Similar
to Proposition [3-7] we combine Lemma 2-5] with Proposition 2:11] and obtain a finite set
S. © N, an integer N, §. > 0 and C. > 0 such that for every n > n’ if n ¢ S., then

In|gl(c)] Zzmin{(—-1+1/d)In B, + InC,, Ind.},
and therefore

1
In|A,]| Zmin{alanJrlnCC, 1an+ln5c}. (3.8)

On the other hand, by Lemma 2-5] we have

’
n—m

n _ d —_ n
InB, +1Ind. — d% In ‘2cu330’ >Ind. + In B, — ds In |2cu?],

1 n—n'—1

pi InB, +InC, — a% 1n‘2cugé\0’ >InC, + —3 lnéz —d%n |20u§|.

Combined with Lemmal[3-2 (B.8]) and |c| < 4L, this implies that there exists an integer
N; > max{n’, 30} such that for every n € {N1, N1 +1,...}\S. we have

In|A,| > Zln | A p| -

pln

Put N := #S5. + Ny. Then we complete the proof. O

Proof of Proposition [Z22. By Proposition B-7, for every g(x) # ugz? or o # 0 and every
real number o € [—4Lg,4L,], thereis an 0 < §g4 o < L, such that g has rapidly increasing
numerators on ¢ € (@ — dg,q, @ + dg,0) N Uy.

For g(z) = ugz® and o = 0, if we put dy o = m, then we proved in Proposition [3-4]
that ¢ has rapidly increasing numerators on ¢ € (—dg.q,9g,a) N Ug.

Now for every z?-divisible g(z) € Z[z] we obtain a cover of S, as

(o0, —4Lg] U [4Lg, 0) LTI U | ((a — Gy + Oga) A Ug). (3.9)
a€[—4Lg,4L,]

Note that

(= dg,05 @ + 0g,0)
a€[—4Lg,4L,]

is an open cover of the closed interval [-4Lg,4L,], which has a finite cover. We use the
center « to represent the interval (o — 04,4, @ + d4,o) in this finite cover, and put T to be
the index set of a.

Therefore, we obtain a finite cover of S, as follows:

(=00, ~4L] U [4Lg,0) VTS U | ((@ = g0+ Fga) 0 Ty ).
aeT
By Propositions3-3] B-4] B-7 and B:8] we know that g has rapidly increasing numerators
on each set in this cover. It implies that g also has rapidly increasing numerators on S,
which completes the proof. O
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4. Theorem implies Theorem [1-2

At the end of this section, we will prove that Theorem [[-4] implies the following propo-
sition which leads to Theorem
Proposition 4-1. For every xz2-divisible polynomial g(z) € Q[x] there is a constant
M, > 0, depending only on g, such that

#Z(gca O) < M!]

for every ce S,.

For every n € Z\{0}, we denote by w(n) the number of distinct prime factors of n.
Lemma 4-2. Let g(z) € Q[z] be 2?-divisible and a € Z\{0}. Then with h(z) = Lg(ax)
we have

|#Z(gcv 0) - #Z(hc/av 0)| < w(a) fOT Every c € Q
Proof. Consider that

g (ax) = uhl () and ¢ (0) = ahl,(0).

c/a c/a

For every p  u we have p is a primitive prime divisor of ¢g”(0) if and only if it is a primitive
prime divisor of hg/a(O). Therefore, the difference between #2(g.,0) and #Z(h/,,0) can
not exceed the number of prime factors of a, which completes the proof. O

Lemma 4-3. For any z*-divisible g(x) € Q[x] and t € Q\{0}, Proposition [J-1] holds for
g if and only if it holds for }g(tx).
Proof. Let t = ¢ be an arbitrary rational number. Put

h(z) = %g(tx) and hi(x) = ég(ax).

Note that hy(z) = +h(bz).
By Lemma for every c € Q we have
|#2(gc,0) — #Z((hl)C/av 0)
|#Z(hc/ta O) - #Z((h’l)c/aa O)

which implies
[#2(9¢,0) = #Z(hepr, 0)] < w(a) + w(b).
Since w(a) and w(b) are both independent of ¢, we complete the proof. O
Proposition 4-4. Theorem implies Theorem [I-2.

Proof. Step I: We first prove that Theorem [[-4] implies Proposition (411

Given any x2-divisible polynomial g(z) € Q[z] of degree d > 2, if d = 2, then we can
find ¢ € Q such that g(tz) = 22. Combining Lemma @3 with [6] Theorem 1.1], we prove
Proposition 4] for this case.

If d > 3, there is t € Z such that 1g(tz) € Z[xz]. Combined with Lemma -3} this proves
Proposition 1] for this case.
Step II: Now we prove that Proposition -1l implies Theorem

For every polynomial g(x) € Q[z] with a critical point u € Q, if we put f(x) =
g(x + u) — u, then we know that 0 is a critical point of f and for every ¢ € Q we have
f2(0) = ¢g7(u) — u and hence

Z(gcvu) = Z(fca O)



Primitive prime divisors in the critical orbits of rational polynomials 15

This completes the proof. [l
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