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Dynamics on abelian varieties in positive characteristic

Jakub Byszewski and Gunther Cornelissen
Appendix by Robert Royals and Thomas Ward

We study periodic points and orbit length distribution for endomorphisms of abelian varieties in character-
istic p > 0. We study rationality, algebraicity and the natural boundary property for the dynamical zeta
function (the latter using a general result on power series proven by Royals and Ward in the appendix),
as well as analogues of the prime number theorem, also for tame dynamics, ignoring orbits whose order
is divisible by p. The behavior is governed by whether or not the action on the local p-torsion group
scheme is nilpotent.

Introduction 2185
1. Generalities 2193
2. Periodic patterns in (in)separability degrees 2195
3. A holonomic version of the Hadamard quotient theorem 2201
4. Rationality properties of dynamical zeta functions 2203
5. Complex analytic aspects 2205
6. Geometric characterization of very inseparable endomorphisms 2209
7. The tame zeta function 2215
8. Functional equations 2218
9. Prime orbit growth 2219
Appendix: Adelic perturbation of power series

by Robert Royals and Thomas Ward 2227
References 2233

Introduction

The study of the orbit structure of a dynamical system starts by considering periodic points, which,
as advocated by Smale [1967, §1.4] and Artin and Mazur [1965], can be approached by considering
dynamical zeta functions. More precisely, let S denote a set (typically, a topological space, differentiable
manifold, or an algebraic variety), let f: S — S be a map on a set S (typically, a homeomorphism,
a diffeomorphism, or a regular map), and denote by f, the number of fixed points of the n-th iterate
We thank Fryderyk Falniowski, Marc Houben, Jakub Konieczny, Dominik Kwietniak, Frans Oort, Zeév Rudnick and Tom Ward
for feedback on previous versions, Bartosz Naskrecki and Jeroen Sijsling for pointing us to the LMFDB, Jan-Willem van Ittersum
for crucial corrections in SageMath code, and Damaris Schindler for help with identifying main and error terms in the final
section. JB gratefully acknowledges the support of National Science Center, Poland under grant no. 2016/23/D/ST1/01124.
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f*'=fofo---of (ntimes), i.e., the number of distinct solutions in S of the equation f"(x) = x. Let
us say that f is confined if f, is finite for all n, and use the notation fC'S to indicate that f satisfies
this assumption. For such f, the basic question is to find patterns in the sequence (f;;),>1: Does it
grow in some controlled way? Does it satisfy a recurrence relation, so that finitely many f, suffice
to determine all? These questions are recast in terms of the (full) dynamical zeta function, defined as

¢r(z) :=exp(} fuz"/n). Typical questions are:
(Q1) Is ¢r (generically) a rational function? [1967, Problem 4.5]

(Q2) Is ¢ algebraic as soon as it has a nonzero radius of convergence? [Artin and Mazur 1965, Question 2
on p.84]

Answers to these questions vary widely depending on the situation considered; we quote some results that
provide context for our study. The dynamical zeta function ¢ (z) is rational when f is an endomorphism
of a real torus [Baake et al. 2010, Theorem 1]; f is a rational function of degree > 2 on P!(C) [Hinkkanen
1994, Theorem 1]; or f is the Frobenius map on a variety X defined over a finite field F,, so that f,, is the
number of Fy»-rational points on X and ¢y (z) is the Weil zeta function of X [Dwork 1960; Grothendieck
1965, Corollary 5.2]. Our original starting point for this work was Andrew Bridy’s automaton-theoretic
proof that {¢(z) is transcendental for separable dynamically affine maps on P! (Fp), e.g., for the power
map x — x™ where m is coprime to p ([Bridy 2012, Theorem 1] and [Bridy 2016, Theorems 1.2 and 1.3]).
Finally, we mention that ¢ s(z) has natural boundary (namely, it does not extend analytically beyond the
disk of convergence) for some explicit automorphisms of solenoids, e.g., the map dual to doubling on
Z[1/6] (see Bell, Miles, and Ward [2014]).

In this paper, we deal with these questions in a rather “rigid” algebraic situation, when S = A(K) is
the set of K-points on an abelian variety over an algebraically closed field of characteristic p > 0, and
f = o is a confined endomorphism o € End(A) (reserving the notation f for the general case). It is
plain that ¢, has nonzero radius of convergence (Proposition 5.2). We provide an exact dichotomy for
rationality of zeta functions in terms of an arithmetical property of cC A. Call o very inseparable if
o’ — 1 is a separable isogeny for all n > 1. The terminology at first may appear confusing, but notice that
the multiplication-by-m map for an integer m is very inseparable precisely when p | m, i.e., when it is an
inseparable isogeny or zero. For another example, if A is defined over a finite field, the corresponding
(inseparable) Frobenius is very inseparable.

Theorem A (Theorems 4.3 and 6.3). Suppose that o: A — A is a confined endomorphism of an abelian
variety A over an algebraically closed field K of characteristic p > 0. Then o is very inseparable if
and only if it acts nilpotently on the local p-torsion subgroup scheme A[pl°. Furthermore, the following
dichotomy holds:

(1) If o is very inseparable, then (oy,) is linear recurrent, and ¢, (z) is rational.

(ii) If o is not very inseparable, then (o,) is nonholonomic (see Definition 1.1 below), and ¢, (z) is

transcendental.
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Since the local p-torsion group scheme has trivial group of K-points, in the given characterization
of very inseparability it is essential to use the scheme structure of A[p]°. When A is ordinary — which
happens along a Zariski dense subspace in the moduli space of abelian varieties — very inseparable
endomorphisms form a proper ideal in the endomorphism ring. Thus, in relation to question (Q1) above,
in our case rationality is not generic at all.

The proofs proceed as follows: The number o, is the quotient of the degree of 0" —1 by its inseparability
degree. We use arithmetical properties of the endomorphism ring of A and the action of its elements on
the p-divisible subgroup to study the structure of these degrees as a function of n, showing that their
£-valuations are of the form “(periodic sequence) x (periodic power of |n|¢)” (Propositions 2.3 and 2.7).
The emerging picture is that the degree is a very regular function of n essentially controlled by linear
algebra/cohomology, but to study the inseparability degree, one needs to use geometry. The crucial tool
is a general commutative algebra lemma (Lemma 2.1). We find that for some positive integers ¢, @,

dy :=deg(c" — 1) = Zmik? for some m; € Z and distinct A; € C*, and
i=1 (D

deg;(c" — 1) = rn|n|i;‘ for @ -periodic sequences r, € Q*, s, € Z<o.

Note in particular that this implies that the degree zeta function

r

Do () i=exp( Y daz/n) = [[1 = 2i)7™,
i=1
(called the “false zeta function” by Smale [1967, p.768]) is rational. In Proposition 3.1, we then prove
an adaptation of the Hadamard quotient theorem in which one of the series displays such periodic
behavior, but the other is merely assumed holonomic. From this, we can already deduce the rationality or
transcendence of ¢,. In contrast to Bridy’s result, we make no reference to the theory of automata.

Example B. We present as a warm up example the case where E is an ordinary elliptic curve over F3
and let o = [2] be the doubling map and T = [3] the tripling map, where everything can be computed
explicitly. Although the example lacks some of the features of the general case, we hope this will help
the reader to grasp the basic ideas. For this example, some facts follow from the general theory in [Bridy
2016]; and, since {5 (z) equals the dynamical zeta function induced by doubling on the direct product of
the circle and the solenoid dual to Z[1/6] [Bell et al. 2014], some properties could be deduced from the
existing literature, which we will not do.
First of all,

deg(6"—1)=Q"—1)?=4"-2.2"+1 and deg(z"—1)=B"—-1)2=9"—-2.3"+1.
The corresponding degree zeta functions are:

- (1= 2z)> B (1 —3z)?
D= ama-n ™ PO a0y
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From the definition, o is not very inseparable but 7 is. In fact, 7, = deg(3" — 1) and ¢; = D, but, since

we are on an ordinary elliptic curve (where E[p™] is of order p™), we find
o0 =" = D2" = 13= Q"= D, nl3", withw =2;ry =3, 50 = —1; o1 = 1, 52641 = 0.

In our first proof of the transcendence of ¢, (z), we use the fact that o, differs from a linear recurrence
by a factor |n|3 to argue that it is not holonomic.

Since we are on an ordinary curve, the local 3-torsion group scheme is E[3]° = 3, which has
End(E[3]°) = F3 in which the only nilpotent element is the zero element. Thus, we can detect very
inseparability of o or 7 by their image under End(E) — End(E[3]°) = F3 being zero, and indeed, 7 = [3]
maps to zero, but o = [2] does not. O

In some cases, we prove a stronger result. Let A denote a dominant root of the linear recurrence (1)
satisfied by deg(c” — 1), i.e., A € {A;} has |A| = max|};|. In Proposition 5.1, we prove some properties
of A, e.g., that A > 1 isreal and 1/A is a pole of ;.

Theorem C (Theorem 5.5). If o : A — A is a confined, not very inseparable endomorphism of an abelian
variety A over an algebraically closed field K of characteristic p > 0 such that A is the unique dominant

root, then the dynamical zeta function ¢, (z) has a natural boundary along |z| = 1/ A.

This result implies nonholonomicity and hence transcendence for such functions; our proof of
Theorem C is independent of that of Theorem A. The existence of a natural boundary follows from the fact
that the logarithmic derivative of ¢, can be expressed through certain “adelically perturbed” series that
satisfy Mahler-type functional equations in the sense of [Bell et al. 2013], and hence have accumulating
poles (proven in the Appendix by Royals and Ward). From the theorem we see, in connection with
question (Q2) above, that a “generic” ¢, is far from algebraic (not even holonomic), despite having a
positive radius of convergence.

Example B (continued). The dominant roots are A, =4 and A; =9, which are simple. Since ¢; is
rational, it extends meromorphically to C. We prove that {,(z) has a natural boundary at |z| = 4—1‘, as
follows. It suffices to prove this for the function Z(z) = z¢. (z)/¢s(z) = Y_ 0,2", which we can expand as

Z() =) ("= 1*"+51) Inh@" — 12"

24n 2|n
if we write f () = >_|n|3t", then

2(1 42822 +16z%)
(1 —16z2)(1 —4z2)(1 — z2)

It suffices to prove that f(¢) has a natural boundary at |t| = 1, and this follows from the fact that f

Z(z) = + 10162 —2f(42%) + f ().

satisfies the functional equation
4z

f@=T"—=+1f),

1-23
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and hence acquires singularities at the dense set in the unit circle consisting of all third power roots
of unity. O

Section 6 constitutes a purely arithmetic geometric study of the notion of very inseparability. We prove
that very inseparable isogenies are inseparable and that an isogeny o : E — E of an elliptic curve E is
very inseparable if and only if it is inseparable. We give examples where very inseparability is not the
same as inseparability even for simple abelian varieties. We study very inseparability using the description
of A[p]° through Dieudonné modules, from which it follows that very inseparable endomorphisms are
precisely those of which a power factors through the Frobenius morphism.

Example D. Let E denote an ordinary elliptic curve over a field of characteristic 3 and set A = E x E;
then the map [2] x [3] is inseparable but not very inseparable, since there exist n for which 2" — 1
is divisible by 3. In this case, End(A[3]%) is the two-by-two matrix algebra over F3, which contains
noninvertible nonnilpotent elements, and under End(A) — End(A[3]°) = M»(F3), [2] x [3] is mapped to

the matrix diag(2, 0), which is such an element. O

We then introduce the tame zeta function ¢, defined as

L (2) = exp(Zon%), )

pin

summing only over n that are not divisible by p. The full zeta function ¢, is an infinite product of tame
zeta functions of p-power iterates of o (Proposition 7.2). Thus, one “understands” the full zeta function
by understanding those tame zeta functions. Our main result in this direction says that the tame zeta
function belongs to a cyclic extension of the field of rational functions:

Theorem E (Theorem 7.3). For any (very inseparable or not) o0 C A, a positive integer power of the tame

zeta function { is rational.

The minimal such integral power 7, > 0 seems to be an interesting arithmetical invariant of cC'A;
for example, on an ordinary elliptic curve E, one can choose f, to be a p-th power for cC E, but for a
certain endomorphism of a supersingular elliptic curve, t, = p*(p + 1) (cf. Proposition 7.4).

Example B (continued). The tame zeta function for o is, by direct computation,

g,(z)-exp( Y - )2Z + Y @- )22)

3tn, 2|n 3fn, 2tn

_ o P@7Fa@) o E )= (1—az)?
F3(23)3 Fa(22)3’ YT A —a2)(1—2)’

and hence t, = 9. Note that even for the very inseparable t, {(z) = D-(z)/ v/ D,3(z3) is not rational,
and t; = 3. O
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In Section 8, we investigate functional equations for ¢, and ¢} under z — 1/(deg(c)z). For very
inseparable o, there is such a functional equation (which can also be understood cohomologically), but
not for {, having a natural boundary. On the other hand, we show that all tame zeta functions satisfy a
functional equation when continued to their Riemann surface (see Theorem 8.3).

In Section 9, we study the distribution of prime orbits for cC A. Let P, denote the number of prime
orbits of length ¢ for o. In case of a unique dominant root, we deduce sharp asymptotics for P, of the

form
¢

=—— +0(A%), where © :=max{Re(s) : D, (A™*) =0}. 3)
Lrellly

Py

We average further, as in the prime number theorem (PNT). Define the prime orbit counting function
s (X) and the tame prime orbit counting function w}(X) by

me(X):=> P and mi(X):=) P
<X <X
pit

Again, whether or not o is very inseparable is related to the limit behavior of these functions.

Theorem F (Theorems 9.5 and 9.9). If cC A has a unique dominant root A > 1, then, with @ as in (1)

and for X taking integer values, we have:
() If o is very inseparable, limy_, | oo X1, (X)/AX exists and equals A /(A —1).
(ii) If o is not very inseparable, then Xm,(X)/AX is bounded away from zero and infinity, its set
of accumulation points is a union of a Cantor set and finitely many points (in particular, it is

uncountable), and every accumulation point is a limit along a sequence of integers X for which
(X, X) converges in the topological group

{(a.x) €Z/wLxL,:a=x mod |w|,'}.

(iii) Forany k € {0, ..., pw — 1}, the limit Xlim Xﬂj(X)/AX =: Py exists.
XEantdO?)w
An expression for p; in terms of arithmetic invariants can be found in (39). We also present an analogue
of Mertens’ second theorem (Proposition 9.10) on the asymptotics of

Mer(o) := Z P/ A"
<X

in X. It turns out that, in contrast to the PNT analogue, this type of averaged asymptotics is insensitive to
the endomorphism being very inseparable or not.

Example B (continued). Including a subscript for o or t in the notation, Mdbius inversion relates Py ¢
to the values of o, and hence of A;, r,, s,,; we find for the very inseparable 7 that P, , = 9t /€ + 039,
which we can sum to the analogue of the prime number theorem 7, (X) ~ 9/8 - 9%/ X. The situation is
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Figure 1. Plot of X > X7 }(X)/4%, where o is doubling on an ordinary elliptic curve
in characteristic 3 (dots) and the six limit values as computed from (39) (horizontal
solid lines).

different for the not very inseparable o, where

=7 +0(@2YH, (4)

4% (13¢]5 if € is even,
Pa( = — . .
1 if £ is odd

and 7, (X)X /4% has uncountably many limit points in the interval [1/12, 4/3] (following the line of
thought set out in [Everest et al. 2007]).

We find as main term in Mer(z) the X-th harmonic number ), <x 1/¢, and, taking into account the
constant term from summing error terms in (3), we get Mer(t) ~ log X + ¢ for some ¢ € R. On the other
hand, a more tedious computation gives Mer(c) ~ 5/8log X + ¢’ for some ¢’ € R.

Concerning the tame case, Figure 1 shows a graph (computed in SageMath [SageMath 2016]) of
the function 7} (X)X /4X , in which one sees six different accumulation points. The values p; can be
computed in closed form as rational numbers by noticing that if we sum (4) only over £ not divisible
by 3, we can split it into a finite sum over different values of £ modulo 6. We show the computed values
in Table 1, which match the asymptotics in the graph.! O

We briefly discuss convergence rates in the above theorem (compare, e.g., [Pollicott and Sharp 1998])
in relation to analogues of the Riemann hypothesis (see Proposition 9.11): there is a function M (X)

1An amusing observation is the similarity between Figure 1 and the final image in the notorious paper by Fermi, Pasta, Ulam
and Tsingou (see the very suggestive Figures 4.3 and 4.5 in the modern account [Benettin et al. 2008]): the time averaged fraction
of the energy per Fourier mode in the eponymous particle system seems to converge to distinct values, whereas mixing would
imply convergence to a unique value; by work of Izrailev and Chirikov the latter seems to happen at higher energy densities.
This suggests an analogy (not in any way mathematically precise) between “very inseparable” and “ergodic/mixing/high energy
density”.
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kmod6 p-272-3%.5.7-13 p; (numerical)

0 839 0.27317867317867
1 17-193 1.06829466829467
2 22.461 0.60040700040700
3 461 0.15010175010175
4 17-67 0.37085877085877
5 22.839 1.09271469271469

Table 1. Exact and numerical values of the six limit values in Figure 1.

determined by the combinatorial information (p, A, @, (r,), (s,)) associated to cC A as in (1), such that
for integer values X, we have
7T (X) = M(X) + O(A®%)

where the “power saving” ® is determined by the real part of zeros of the degree zeta function D, (A™*).
Said more colloquially, the main term reflects the growth rate (analogue of entropy) and inseparability,
whereas the error term is insensitive to inseparability and determined purely by the action of ¢ on the
total cohomology.

Example B (continued). If we collect the main terms using the function, for k € {0, 1},

Fe(A,X)= Y At

<X
£=k mod 2

we arrive at the following analogue of the Riemann hypothesis for o:

[logs (X)) ) X

7o (X) = M(X)+ 02%), with M(X) :={F4. X)+ Fi(4.X)— Y §F0<43",HJ).
i=l

See Figure 2 (computed in SageMath [SageMath 2016]) for an illustration. ¢

Example G. All our results apply to the situation where A is an abelian variety defined over a finite field
F, and o is the Frobenius of F,, which is very inseparable. This implies known results about curves C/F,
when applied to the Jacobian A = Jac(C) of C, such as rationality of the zeta function and analogues of
PNT (compare [Rosen 2002, Theorem 5.12]).

We finish this introduction by discussing some open problems and possible future research directions.
In the near future, we hope to treat the case of linear algebraic groups, which will require different
techniques. Our methods in this paper rest on the presence of a group structure preserved by the map.
What happens in absence of a group structure is momentarily unclear to us, but we believe that the study
of the tame zeta function in such a more general setup merits consideration. We will consider this for
dynamically affine maps on P! in the sense of [Bridy 2016] (not equal to, but still “close to” a group) in
future work. It would be interesting to study direct relations between our results and that of compact group
endomorphisms and S-integer dynamical systems — we briefly touch upon this at the end of Section 5.
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Figure 2. Plot of X +— log,|n,(X) — M (X)|/ X (dots) for integer X € [10, 700] and the
solid line ® = 1/2, where o is doubling on an ordinary elliptic curve in characteristic 3.

1. Generalities

Rationality and holonomicity. We start by recalling some basic facts about recurrence sequences.

Definition 1.1. A power series f = ) - a,z" € C[[z] is holonomic (or D-finite) if it satisfies a linear
differential equation over C(z), i.e., if there exist polynomials qo, ..., gs € C[z], not all zero, such that

0D f@D+a@f @D +...+q@) D) =0. Q)

A sequence (a,),>1 18 called holonomic if its associated generating function f = Zn>] a,7" € C[[z] is
holonomic.

In the following lemma, we collect some well-known equivalences between properties of a sequence
and its generating series:

Lemma 1.2. Let (a,),>1 be a sequence of complex numbers.

(1) The following conditions are equivalent:

(a) The sequence (ay,),>1 satisfies a linear recurrence.
(b) The power series ), -, a,z" is in C(2).
(c) There exist complex numbers A; and polynomials q; € Clz], 1 < i < s, such that we have
ap =Y ;_y qi(n)A! for n large enough.
(i1) The following conditions are equivalent:

(a) The power series f(z) = exp(z dn ”) is in C(2).

n=1 n
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(b) There exist integers m; and complex numbers A;, 1 <i < s, such that the sequence a, can be
written as a, =y ;_, m;A! foralln > 1.
Furthermore, if all a, are in Q, then f(z) is in Q(z).
(iii) The following conditions are equivalent:

(a) The sequence (a)y>1 is holonomic.
(b) There exist polynomials qq, ..., qq € Clz], not all zero, such that for all n > 1 we have
qo(m)an +...+qa(n)ana =0.

Furthermore, if a power series f(z) € Cllz] is algebraic over C(z), then it is holonomic.

Proof. Statement (i) follows from [Stanley 2012, Theorem 4.1.1 and Proposition 4.2.2]. Statement (ii) is
[Stanley 2012, Example 4.8]; the final claim holds since C(z) N Q((z)) = Q(z) (see, e.g., [Milne 2013,
Lemma 27.9]). Statement (iii) is [Stanley 1980, Theorems 1.5 and 2.1]. [l

Initial reduction from rational maps to confined endomorphisms. Let A denote an abelian variety over
an algebraically closed field K. Rational maps on abelian varieties are automatically regular [Milne 2008,
1.3.2], and are always compositions of an endomorphism and a translation [Milne 2008, 1.3.7]. We say
that a regular map o: A — A is confined if the set of fixed points of ¢” is finite for all n, which we
assume from now on. We use the notations from the introduction: o, is the number of fixed points of ¢”
and ¢, is the Artin—-Mazur dynamical zeta function of o.

If o is an endomorphism of A, confinedness is equivalent to the finiteness of the kernel ker(o” — 1)
for all n, or the fact that all 6" — 1 are isogenies [Milne 2008, 1.7.1]. For arbitrary maps, the following
allows us to restrict ourselves to the study of zeta functions of confined endomorphisms (where case (i)
can effectively occur, for example, when o is a translation by a nontorsion point):

Proposition 1.3. Let 0: A — A be a confined regular map and write o = T\, where Ty, is a translation
by b € A(K) and  is an endomorphism of A. Then either

(i) o, =0 for all n and hence ¢, (z) = 1; or else
(i) ¥ is confined and {5 (2) = Ly (2).

Proof. Iterates of o are of the form

n—1
o" = 1my", where b = Z vi(b).

i=0
Thus, 0, = ¥, if b™ e im(y" — 1) and o,, = 0 otherwise. If o,, = 0 for all n, then ¢, (z) = 1. Otherwise,
for some m > 1 we have o, > 0 and thus b e im(y" — 1), 6,, = ¥n, and Y™ — 1 is an isogeny. It
follows that for all k > 1 we have b*™ = Zf;é Y™ (b)Y and hence b*™ e im(Y*" — 1), otm = Viem,
and ¥*" — 1 is an isogeny. Since ¥* — 1 is a factor of ¥/*" — 1, we conclude that ¥ is a confined
endomorphism, and hence W‘ — 1 is surjective. In particular, b e im(ll/k —1), so g, =, for all n, and
hence ¢;(z) = ¢y (2). U
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We make the following standing assumptions from now on, that we will not repeat in formulations of
results. Only in Section 6 shall we temporarily drop the assumption of confinedness, since this will make
exposition smoother (this will be clearly indicated).

Standing assumptions: K is an algebraically closed field of characteristic p > 0. A is an

abelian variety over K of dimension g. The endomorphism o : A — A is confined.

2. Periodic patterns in (in)separability degrees

For now, we will consider ¢, as a formal power series
Zl’l
{o(2) == eXP(Z O—l’l;)a
n>1

and postpone the discussion of complex analytic aspects to Section 5. Let deg; (7) denote the inseparability
degree of an isogeny t € End(A) (a pure p-th power). We then have the basic equation
_ deg(c" — 1)
 degi(o"— 1)’

The strategy is to first consider the “false” (in the terminology of Smale [1967]) zeta function with o,

(6)

On

replaced by the degree of " — 1. This turns out to be a rational function. We then turn to study the
inseparability degree, which is determined by the p-valuations of the other two sequences.

We start with a general lemma in commutative algebra that is our crucial tool for controlling the
valuations of certain elements of sequences:

Lemma 2.1. Let S denote a local ring with maximal ideal m and residue field k of characteristic p > 0
such that the ring S/ pS is artinian. For o € S and a positive integer n, let I, := (6" — 1)S. Let & denote
the image of o in k.
(1) If o e m, then I, = S for all n.
(ii) If o € S*, let e be the order of & in k*. Then:
(a) If efn, then I,, = S (this happens in particular if e = 00).
(b) Ife|n and ptm, then I, = I,.
(c) There exists an integer nq such that for all n with e | n and ord,(n) > no, we have 1,, = pI,.
Proof. Part (i) is clear, so assume o € §*. If etn, then ¢” — 1 is invertible in S, since " — 1 # 0 in k and
hence I,, = S.

If e | n, we can assume without loss of generality that e = 1 (replacing o by 0¢). Write " =1 + ¢ for
¢ € m. Then for m coprime to p, we immediately find

for a unit u € S*, and hence I,,,, = I,,, which proves (b). On the other hand,

oP"—1=pev+e? @)
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for some unit v € S*. This shows that 7" — 1 = &(pv +&P~!) C em, which already implies that we get
Ipn € I,m, forall n. ()
Since S/ pS is artinian, there exists an integer ng such that m"® C pS. By iterating (8) no+1 times, we have
I, € pm, forall n with ord,(n) > no.

Assuming now that ord,(n) > ng, we have ¢ € pm, so ¢’ € pem. Hence we conclude from (7) that
oP" —1 = pew for some unit w € S*, and hence 1,, = pI,. ]

The degree zeta function. We start by considering the following zeta function with o, replaced by the
degree of 0" — 1.

Definition 2.2. The degree zeta function is defined as the formal power series

D, (z) := exp(z wZ").

n>1
Proposition 2.3. (i) D, (z) € Q(2).

(1) Let £ be a prime (which might or might not be equal to p). Then the sequence of £-adic valuations
(Ideg(a" — 1)[¢)n=1 is of the form

deg(a" — D¢ =1y - |nly’

for some periodic sequences (r,,) and (s,) with r, € Q* and s, € N. Furthermore, there is an integer

w such that we have

Fn = Fecd(n,w) fOT £4n.

Proof. By [Grieve 2017, Cororllary 3.6], the degree of o and the sequence deg(o” — 1) can be computed as

k k
dego = [ [Nrdg jo(e)", deg(c” — 1) = [ [ Nrdg, jq(e — )",
i=l1 i=1

where the R; are finite-dimensional simple algebras over Q, the «; are elements of R;, Nrdg, q is the
reduced norm, and the v; are positive integers. These formule come from replacing the variety A by an
isogenous one that is a finite product of simple abelian varieties and applying the well-known results on
the structure of endomorphism algebras of simple abelian varieties.

After tensoring with Q, the algebras R; become isomorphic to a finite product of matrix algebras
over Q. For matrix algebras the notion of reduced norm coincides with the notion of determinant, and
since the determinant of a matrix is equal to the product of its eigenvalues, we obtain formulae of the form

q q
deg(o) =] ]& deg(c" —D)=]]&" - D, ©)

i=1 i=1
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with & € Q (with possible repetitions to take care of multiplicities) and g = 2g (since deg is a polynomial
function of degree 2g). Multiplying out the terms in this expression, we finally obtain a formula of the form

deg(o” — 1) =Y m;A}, (10)

i=1

for some m; € Z and A; € Q. Now (i) follows from 1.2(ii).

In order to prove (ii), we will use (9). Consider a finite extension L of the field of £-adic numbers Q,
obtained by adjoining all &; with 1 <i < ¢g. There is a unique extension of the valuation |-|, to L that
we continue to denote by the same symbol. Then we have

q

|deg(o” = D¢ = [ JI&" — 1le.

i=1

We now claim that for & € L, we have

& 17 if [§]¢ > 1,
&
" == {riinll if gl =1, (11)
1 if €], < 1,

where (r,%; ), and (sﬁ )n are certain periodic sequences, r,f e R¥, s,g, € {0, 1}. The first and the last line of the
claim are immediate, and the second one follows from applying Lemma 2.1 to the ring of integers S =0
with o =&, as follows: set a, = |§" — 1|£_1 and let e¢ be the order of & in the residue field of S (note that
e¢ is not divisible by £). Then by Lemma 2.1 there exists an integer N such that a,, = 1 if ez {n; ap, = a,
if ez | n and £{m; and ay, = £a, if ez | n and ord,(n) > N. Therefore, it suffices to set (r,f, sﬁ) =(1,0)
for eg{n; (r,%, sﬁ) = (“e_g}v’ 0) for ez |n and v := ord(n) < N; and (r,%, s,%) = (a;zNgN’ 1) for ez | n and
ordy(n) > N. Note that for £/n we have

=

{1 if ez n,

—1 .
a,, ifeg|n.

Multiplying together formule (11) for § =&, ..., §,, we obtain

Sn

|deg(cr” —Dle= pnrnlnlg ,
where

q
p=][max(i&le. D >1
i=1
and (r,) and (s,) are periodic sequences, r, € R*, s, € N. We claim that p = 1 (that is, there is no i such
that |&;]¢ > 1). Indeed, we know that deg(c” — 1) is an integer, and hence p”r,,lan" < 1 for all n. Thus,
taking n — oo, £{n, we get p = 1 and r, € Q*. This finishes the proof of the formula for |deg(c” — 1)],.
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Furthermore, we have
r, = | | ae_s_l, for £4n,
1

and hence the final formula holds with w = lcm(eg, . . ., egq). O

Remark 2.4. We present an alternative, cohomological description of the degree zeta function D, (z).
Fix a prime £ # p and let H' := Hét(A, Q)= /\i(VgA)v denote the i-th £-adic cohomology group of A,
(ViA =T, A ®z, Qq, T/ A is the Tate module and ¥ denotes the dual); then

2g

D, (z) = Hdet(l —o*z|HH !
i=1

)i+l

(12)

This follows in the same way as for the Weil zeta function: let I';» € A x A denote the graph of 0" and
A C A x A is the diagonal [Milne 2013, 25.6]. The Lefschetz fixed point theorem [Milne 2013, 25.1]

implies that
2g

(Cyn - A) = Z(—l)f tr(c" [HY).
i=0
Now I',» intersects A precisely along the (finite flat) group torsion group scheme A[o" — 1], and hence
the intersection number (I';» - A) is the order of this group scheme, which is deg(c” — 1). Then the
standard determinant-trace identity [Milne 2013, 27.5] implies the result (12).
The characteristic polynomial of o, acting on H! has integer coefficients independent of the choice of
£ and its set of roots is precisely the set of algebraic numbers &; from the proof of Proposition 2.3 (with
multiplicities), see, e.g., [Mumford 2008, IV.19, Theorems 3 and 4].

Example 2.5. Suppose A is an abelian variety over a finite field F, and o is the g-Frobenius. Then 0" — 1
is separable for all n, so o, = deg(c” — 1) for all n, and ¢, (z) = D, (z) is exactly the Weil zeta function
of A/F,. Thus, we recover the rationality of that function for abelian varieties; note that this is an “easy”
case: by cutting A with suitable hyperplanes, we are reduced to the case of (Jacobians of) curves, hence
essentially to the Riemann—Roch theorem for global function fields proven by F. K. Schmidt in 1927.

The inseparability degree. As in Proposition 2.3, we can control the regularity in the sequence of
inseparability degrees, with some more (geometric) work; this is relevant in the light of (6). We start with
a decomposition lemma in commutative algebra:

Lemma 2.6. Let R be a (commutative) ring and let M be an R-module such that for every m € M the

ring R/ ann(m) is artinian. Let m be a maximal ideal of R. Then the localization My, is equal to
My = M[m™®] :={m € M : w*m = 0 for some k > 1)

and

M:@Mm,

m
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the direct sum being taken over all maximal ideals m of R.

Proof. Assume first that the module M is finitely generated, say, with generators my, ..., ms. Set
I = ann(M). Then M is of finite length as a surjective image of the module @le R/ ann(m;) and
hence the ring R/ is artinian, since it can be regarded as a submodule of M*® via the embedding
r— (rmy, ..., rmys). Therefore, the ideal I is contained in only finitely many maximal ideals my, ..., m;
of R, and for the remaining maximal ideals m of R we have M, = 0. The artinian ring R/ decomposes
as the product

N
R/1 :]_[Rmi/mm,.. (13)
i=1
Since I = ann(M), we have M g R/I =~ M and M @ Ry, /I Ry, = My, . Thus, tensoring (13) with M,
we obtain an isomorphism
M—> My &My,

Since the modules My, are also of finite length, we see that each My, is annihilated by some power of
the maximal ideal m;.
We now turn to the case of an arbitrary module M. Consider the canonical map
®: M — [ [ M,
m
the product being taken over all maximal ideals m of R. Restricting ® to finitely generated submodules
N C€ M, and using the (already established) claim for finitely generated modules, we conclude that the

image of @ is in fact contained in @ M, and that the induced map
m

P M—>E|9Mm
m

(that we continue to denote by the same letter) is an isomorphism. For a maximal ideal n of R, multi-
plication by elements outside of n is bijective on M,. Therefore, restricting ® to M[m*] shows that
M[m*>] = M,,[m®°]. Finally, we conclude from the case of finitely generated modules that every element
in My, is annihilated by some power of the maximal ideal m. Thus, M[m*°] = M. O

Proposition 2.7. The inseparability degree of 0" — 1 satisfies
degi(0" — 1) =ry - |nl} (14)

for periodic sequences (r,) and (s,) with r, € Q* and s,, € Z, s, < 0. Furthermore, there is an integer

such that we have
'n = Tged(n,w) for Pj(n-
Proof. The strategy of the proof is as follows: since deg;(c” — 1) is a power of p, it is sufficient to

compute |deg(c” — 1)|, and |0y, |,. The former number has been already computed in Proposition 2.3(ii);
for the latter, we study the p-primary torsion of A as an R-module, where, not to have to worry about
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noncommutative arithmetic, we work with the ring R = Z[o] € End(A). Note that R need not be a
Dedekind domain. Let X := A(K ), denote the subgroup of torsion points of A(K). It has a natural
structure of an R-module, and as an abelian group is divisible; in fact,

) sl

q#p

=)=Vl

As R acts on X, the localization Ry, acts on X, for each maximal ideal m of R. Since X is torsion as an

where f is the p-rank of A, and

abelian group, the conditions of Lemma 2.6 are satisfied, and hence we have X, = X[m] and
X =D
m

the sum being taken over all maximal ideals m of R. For an element T € R, we have

X[z] = @ Xl

Since X, = X[m®], for any prime number ¢ we have X3[¢*°] =0if g € m and Xu[¢™®°] = X if ¢ € m,

and hence we get

X[q™1=EP Xm.

gem
Thus the groups X, for ¢ € m are g-power torsion. It follows that for t € R, T # 0, we can compute
X[elly = [ [1Xulzlly. (15)
gem
Since X is a divisible abelian group, the groups X, being quotients of X, are also divisible. Thus, the
surjectivity of p: X, — Xy, implies that there is a short exact sequence

0— Xulpl = Xulpt]l & Xul[r]— 0. (16)

Let o be an element of R, let e, denote the order of & in (Ry/mRy,)* for maximal ideals m of R
with p € m and ¢ ¢ m. Note that e, is then coprime with p. Applying (16) to T = ¢” — 1 and using
Lemma 2.1, we get

1 for o e m,
Xulo™ — 1] 1 for o ¢ m and ey tmn,
o —_ =
" P | Xwlo™ — 11|, for o ¢ m, pfm and ey | n,

[Xmlo" =11, - | Xulpll, foro ¢m, m=p,en|n, and ord,(n) > 0.
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Arguing in the same way as in the proof of Proposition 2.3, we conclude that there exist periodic sequences
(r,")n and (531, with ;" € Q* and s, € N such that

Xmlo" =111, =™l forn > 1. (17)
Furthermore, r;' =1 and s, = 0 for all n if 0 € m, and
ry = rg“ld(n’em) for o ¢ m and ptn.
Applying (15) to T =¢" — 1 and g = p, we get the equality
loulp = [ [1Xulo™ =111,

pem

Taking the product of the formula (17) over all maximal ideals m of R with p € m, we obtain periodic
sequences (r},), and (s, ), with r;, € Q* and s, € N such that

s/
|6n|p :r;l|n|[;

and
= récd(n,w,) for pin,
where
o' =lcm{eyn | 0 ¢ m}.
Writing
deg, (0" — 1) = deg(c” — 1) _ ol p
On |deg(c™ — DI,

and using Proposition 2.3(ii), we get sequences (r,) and (s, ) satisfying all stated properties except that it
might be that s, > 0 for some n. However, since deg;(c" —1) is an integer, letting @ be the common period
of (r,) and (s,), we automatically get s, < O for all n such that the arithmetic sequence n 4+ @wN contains
terms divisible by arbitrarily high powers of p. For all the remaining n we have ord,(n) < ord, (=), and
thus whenever s, > 0, we replace s, by 0 and r,, by r,|n|)’, obtaining the claim. ]

3. A holonomic version of the Hadamard quotient theorem

The next proposition is our basic tool from the theory of recurrent sequences. It bears some resemblance
to the Hadamard quotient theorem (which is used in its proof), and to conjectural generalizations of
it as proposed by Bellagh and Bézivin [2011, “Question” in §1] (using holonomicity instead of linear
recurrence) and Dimitrov [2013, Conjecture in 1.1] (using algebraicity instead of linear recurrence). In
our special case, the proof relies on the quotient sequence having a specific form.

Proposition 3.1. Let (a,)n>1, (by)n>1, (Cn)n>1 be sequences of nonzero complex numbers such that
an =bycy

for all n. Assume that:
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(1) (an)n>1 satisfies a linear recurrence.
(i1) (bn)n>1 is holonomic.

(iil) (cp)n>1 is of the form c, = rnlnl‘;;’ for a prime p and periodic sequences (ry)n>1, (Sp)n>1 With
r,€Q*, s, €l

Then the sequence (cp)n>1 is bounded.

Proof. Note that ¢, # 0 for all n. Since the sequence (b,),>1 given by b, = a,/c, is holonomic, by

Lemma 1.2(iii) there exist polynomials qo, . .., gz € C[z] such that
a - Qi
go(m) === qin+i)—"", forn>1. (18)
Cn izl Cn+i
We may further assume that gg # 0 (otherwise, replace fori =1, ..., d the polynomials ¢g; by (z — 1)g;

and shift the relation by one). Suppose ¢, = r,|n[, is not bounded and let & be the common period of
both (r,) and (s,). The unboundedness of (c,),>1 means that there exists an integer j > 1 withs; <0
such that there are elements in the arithmetic sequence {j + @wn | n > 0} which are divisible by an
arbitrarily high power of p. Fix such j and write s :=s;. Let v be an integer such that p¥ > max(d, @)
and let [T =lcm(z, p¥). Note that ord, IT = v. By the assumption on {j +@n | n > 0}, there exists an
integer J such that J/ = j (mod @) and J =0 (mod p”). By the definition of the sequence (c;),>1, for
n=J (mod IT) the values ¢, 1, ..., ch+q are uniquely determined (i.e., do not depend on n). Substituting
such 7 into (18), we obtain a formula of the form

/

a}’l /
P =b, forn=J (modII),
p

where

d
ay . An+i
a;lzqo(n)r and b;:—g qi(n+1i) +l_
i=1

] Cnti

are linear recurrence sequences along the arithmetic sequence n = J (mod IT) (here we use the fact that
the values ¢,+1, .. ., cy,+qg do not depend on n, and that linear recurrence sequences form an algebra). Note
that the values of (a,,),>1 are nonzero for sufficiently large n, and hence so are (b),),>1. By Lemma 1.2(i),
a subsequence of a linear recurrence sequence along an arithmetic sequence is a linear recurrence sequence.
Since the sequence

/

N an

|‘1|
p
bl/’l

takes values in a finitely generated ring (namely Z[1/p]), we conclude from the Hadamard quotient
theorem [Rumely 1988; van der Poorten 1988, Théoreéme] that the sequence (|J + Hnli,),,}o satisfies a
linear recurrence, say



Dynamics on abelian varieties in positive characteristic 2203

yolJ—i—l'Inl“p—i—yllJ—l—H(n—{— 1)|§,—|—---+)/6|J+1'I(n+e)|j7 =0, forn large enough, (19)

where yp, ..., Ye € C, yo #0. Let u be an integer such that p* > Ild. Since v = ord,(IT) < ord,(J), we
can find an integer [T’ > 0 such that TTIT' = —J (mod p*). Then for n = IT" (mod p*~") the values of

|J+ T+ DIy, ... [+ +e)l),

are independent of n (actually, |J 4 I1(n —|—j)|§) = p*”5|j|§] for j =1,...,e), and hence by (19) so is
the value of yy|J + In[}, for n sufficiently large. Substituting n = [T +ipt=" withi =0,..., p—1, we
get a contradiction, since there is exactly one value of i for which |J 4 TT(IT' + i prI, <p™. U

4. Rationality properties of dynamical zeta functions

We prove a general rational/transcendental dichotomy in terms of the following arithmetical property:

Definition 4.1. An endomorphism o € End(A) is called very inseparable if c" — 1 is a separable isogeny
for all n.

Note that the zero map is very inseparable. The notion “very inseparable” makes sense for arbitrary (not
necessarily confined) endomorphisms, but such very inseparable endomorphisms are then automatically
confined. We will study the geometric meaning of very inseparability in greater detail in Section 6; here
we content ourselves with discussing the case of elliptic curves.

Example 4.2. If A = E is an elliptic curve, things simplify greatly (compare [Bridy 2016, §5]): there
exists a (nonarchimedean) absolute value |-| on the ring End(E) such that deg;(t) = |z]~! for t € End(E).
It is immediate that inseparable isogenies together with the zero map form an ideal in End(E) and that an
inseparable isogeny o (i.e., |o| < 1) is very inseparable (i.e., |0 — 1| = 1 for all n). Neither of these
statements is true in general for higher-dimensional abelian varieties.

Theorem 4.3. (i) If o is very inseparable, then ¢, (z) € Q(z) is rational.

(ii) If o is not very inseparable, then the sequence (0,) is not holonomic and ¢, (z) is transcendental
over C(2).

Proof. Suppose we are in case (i), so 0" —1 is separable for all n. Since o, =deg(c” —1), Proposition 2.3(i)
implies that £, (z) is a rational function of z.

In case (ii), set a, = deg(c" — 1), b, = 0y, and ¢, = deg;(¢" — 1). By Proposition 2.3(i), (a,) satisfies
a linear recurrence. By Proposition 2.7, ¢, = rn|n|j;l for periodic r, € Q* and s, € Z. Assume, by
contradiction, that b, is holonomic, i.e., that the sequence (b,) is holonomic. The sequences (a,), (b,),
and (c,) then satisfy all the conditions of Proposition 2.7, and we conclude that the sequence (c,) is
bounded. However, the following proves that (c,) is unbounded:

Lemma 4.4. If o is not very inseparable, then the sequence deg;(c" — 1) is unbounded.
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Proof. By assumption, there exists no for which ¢ — 1 is inseparable. Write ¢ = 1 4 ¢ with
inseparable; then

o™ —1=14+9)P - 1=y +py),

for some endomorphism x : A — A. Since p has identically zero differential, the map ¥”~! + py is
inseparable, and hence

degi(0"” —1) 2 14 deg;(y) = 1 +deg;(c™ — 1),
and the result follows by iteration. O

To show the transcendence of ¢, (z) over C(z), suppose it is algebraic. Then so would be

59 _ Gog(t, ) = T one".
(o(Z)
This contradicts the fact that o, is not holonomic. O

Corollary 4.5. At most one of the functions

n

" 1 Z
§g(Z):CXp<ZGn;) and ;U(Z)=6XP(Z_G”;)

n>1 n>1

is holonomic.

Proof. Assume that both these functions are holonomic. Since the class of holonomic functions is closed
under taking the derivative and the product [Stanley 1980, Theorem 2.3], we conclude that z&) (z)/ ¢ (2)
is holonomic, contradicting Theorem 4.3(ii). O

Remark 4.6. It is not true that the multiplicative inverse of a holonomic function is necessarily holonomic.
Harris and Shibuya [1985] proved that this happens precisely if the logarithmic derivative of the function
is algebraic. We do not know whether ¢, (z) is holonomic for not very inseparable o, but Theorem 5.5
will show that ¢, (z) is not holonomic for a large class of maps.

Remark 4.7. If o is not assumed to be confined, we could change the definition of o,, by considering o,
to be the number of fixed points of o” whenever it is finite, and 0 otherwise. This is in the spirit of [Artin
and Mazur 1965], where only isolated fixed points of diffeomorphisms of manifolds were considered. In
this case, we could still prove a variant of Theorem 4.3 saying that if ¢ is a (not necessarily confined)
endomorphism of A such that there exist n such that 0" — 1 is an isogeny of arbitrarily high inseparability
degree, then (o,,) is not holonomic; one needs to use the fact that (the proof of) Proposition 3.1 holds even
if we do not insist that a,, and b,, be nonzero and instead demand that ¢,, = 1 if a,, = 0. Note, however,
that without the assumption that o is confined, ¢, (z) could be an algebraic but not rational function.
For example, let E be a supersingular elliptic curve over a field of characteristic 2, let A = E x E, and

o = [2] x [—1]. Then
£ (2) = 1-2z [(14+2)(1+47)
T +2z2V A=) (1 —47)°
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5. Complex analytic aspects
We now turn to questions of convergence and analytic continuation.

Radius of convergence. From the proof of Proposition 2.3, we pick up the formula

q r
deg(a" =) =[[& =D =) mif, (20)

i=1 i=1
where we note for future use that g = 2g, ]_[f’:1 & = deg(o), and A; are of the form A; =[] jel &; for
some I C {1, ..., q}, each occurring with sign (— D!, Recall that {%;} are called the roots of the linear
recurrence, and A; is called a dominant root if it is of maximal absolute value amongst the roots. The
roots {A;} of the recurrence should not be confused with the roots {;} of the characteristic polynomial of
o on H' (the dual of the £-adic Tate module for any choice of £ # p).
The following proposition follows from (20) and the fact that deg(o” — 1) takes only positive values.

Proposition 5.1. (i) The &; are not roots of unity.
(ii) The linear recurrent sequence deg(c" — 1) has a dominant positive real root, denoted A.

(i) A = H?:l max{|&;|, 1} > 1 is the Mahler measure of the characteristic polynomial of o acting
on H.

(iv) A =1 ifand only if o is nilpotent.
(v) deg(c"™ — 1) has a unique dominant root if and only if there is no &; with |&;| = 1.
(vi) If deg(c"™ — 1) has a unique dominant root A, then A has multiplicity 1.
Proof. (1) This is clear since o is confined.
(ii) If not, deg(o” —1) would be negative infinitely often by a result of Bell and Gerhold [2007, Theorem 2].

(ii1) Denot~e temporarily A= ]_[?:1 max{|;|, 1}. We will prove shortly that A = A. Formula (20) implies
that A < A and

aj(n) = Z mjk’j?

A=A
equals
a(n) = (=1 P* & -, 1)
jeJ
where ¢ is the number of indices i such that |§;| < 1, P := H\§i|>l &,and J C{1,...,q} denotes the

set of indices i such that |&;| = 1. Since the right hand side of (21) is nonzero, we conclude that A =A.
Finally, by Remark 2.4, &; are the roots of the indicated characteristic polynomial.

(iv) Since none of the &; is a root of unity, and since the set {;} is closed under Galois conjugation,
Kronecker’s theorem implies that either some &; has absolute value |&;| > 1, in which case A > 1, or else
all & are 0. The latter is equivalent to o acting nilpotently on H', and hence o is nilpotent since End(A)
embeds into (the opposite ring of) End(H").
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(v) From (21) we immediately get that if J = &, then deg(o” — 1) has a unique dominant root. Conversely,
if J # @, then substituting n = 0 into (21) gives )  m; =0, and hence in the formula there are at least
two distinct values of A ; occurring, and the dominant root is not unique.

(vi) We have already proved that if there is a unique dominant root, then J = &. Thus we read from (21)
that the multiplicity of A is 1. Since deg(c" —1) takes only positive values, the multiplicity is in fact 1. [J

Proposition 5.2. The radius of convergence of the power series defining {(z) is 1/A > 0.

Proof. Note first that we have a trivial bound o, = O (A"), which implies that the power series ¢, (z)
is majorized by exp(Z@l CA"Z"/n) = (1 — Az)~€ for some constant C > 0. Thus the radius of
convergence of ¢, (z) is at least 1/A. If o is nilpotent, the maps o” — 1 are all invertible, and hence ¢, = 1
and ¢, (z) = 1/(1 — z). Assume thus that o is not nilpotent, and hence by Proposition 5.1(1iv), A > 1.

For the other inequality, we write the linear recurrence sequence deg(c” — 1) = > ";_, m;A} as the
sum of two linear recurrence sequences a;(n) and a;(n), a;(n) as in (21) containing the terms with A; of
absolute value A = A, and a,(n) containing the terms where A; is of strictly smaller absolute value.

Since all §; with j € J are algebraic numbers on the unit circle but not roots of unity, a theorem of
Gel’fond [1960, Theorem 3] implies that for any € > 0 and n = n(¢) sufficiently large,

[l —11>a

jeJ
and hence |a;(n)| > A"!17® for sufficiently large n. The formula in Proposition 2.7 implies that
deg;(c" —1) = O (n*) for some integer s, and hence it follows from (6) that o;, > A1=28) for sufficiently
large n. For the lower bound, analogous reasoning proves that the radius of convergence of ¢, (z) is at
most 1/A'~% implying the claim. O
Remark 5.3. The value log A describes the growth rate of the number of periodic points and plays the
role of entropy as defined in the presence of a topology or a measure. It is the logarithm of the spectral

radius of o acting on the total (¢£-adic) cohomology of A —even in the not very inseparable case — as in
a result of Friedland’s [1991] in the context of complex dynamics.

The degree zeta function. The degree zeta function D, (z) is a rational function, and hence admits a

meromorphic continuation to the entire complex plane. Actually,

Dy (x) =] [(1—r2)™,

i=1
written in terms of the parameters in (20), immediately provides the extension. Poles (with multiplicity m;)
occur at 1/X; with m; > 0; zeros (with multiplicity m;) occur at 1/A; with m; < 0. We may describe the
behavior of zeros and poles more precisely.

Proposition 5.4. Assume that o is not nilpotent. Let A’ := max{|A;| : |Ai| < A} < A.

(1) The function Dy (z) has a pole at 1/ A.
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(ii) The function Dy (z) has a zero zo with |z0| =1/ A’ and is holomorphic in the annulus 1/A < |z| < 1/A’.
(i) A’ > VA.

Proof. In order to prove (i), we need to show that the multiplicity m of A is positive. If A is a dominant
root, this follows from Proposition 5.1(vi). If A is not a dominant root and m < 0, the sequence
deg(c™ — 1) —m A" is a linear recurrent sequence with positive values and no dominant positive real root,
contradicting [Bell and Gerhold 2007, Theorem 2].

Let us now prove (ii). Let p denote the minimal value of |&;| and |§; |1

that is strictly larger than 1, i.e.,
p =min(min{|§] : |&] > 1}, min{|&|~": 0 < |&] < 1});

it exists since by Proposition 5.1(iv), A > 1. Write the set of indices {1, ..., ¢} =J-UJ UJUJTUJT,
where membership i € J; is defined by the corresponding condition in the second row of the following table:

Jz J- J JT Jr

Gl<p™  lEl=p""  l&I=1  l&l=p  l&l>p

From (20) we see that there isno A; with A/p < |A;| < A and that the terms A; with [A ;| = A /p arise as

products [];.,; & where I contains J, I is disjoint from JZ, I N J can be anything and either I contains
all except one i € J* or I contains all i € J* and exactly one i € J .
Setting as before P := Hieﬁwj &andt=#(J_UJ7), we get

> mjf\ﬁ=(—1)"‘P”]_[(§}7—1)(Zsi‘"+ Zs{’). (22)

[Aj1=A/p jeJ ieJ+ ieJ-

Since the right-hand side is not identically zero as a function of n, we conclude that A’ = A/p. We
consider two cases.

Case I: J = @. Then by Proposition 5.1(vi), P = A has multiplicity 1 and hence from (21) we conclude
that ¢ is even. Therefore by (22) all A; with |A;| = A’ have multiplicity m; < 0, and hence correspond to
zeros of Dy (2).

Case I: J # &. Substituting n = 0 into (21) shows that the sum of multiplicities m; of A; with [A;| = A
is 0. By (22), the same is true for multiplicities m ; of A; with |1 ;| = A’. Thus there is some A; with
|Ai] = A" and m; <O.

For the proof of (iii), note that since A’ = A/p, the stated inequality is equivalent to A > p?. Since
A = [[max{|§]|, 1}, it is enough to prove that there are at least two elements in the (nonempty) set
JTUJZT. Since g = 2g is even, it suffices to prove that both #J and t = #(J~ U J_) are even. Since &;
with |&;| = 1 occur in complex conjugate pairs, #J is even, and the corresponding term in (21) is real
positive. In the course of proof of Proposition 5.2 we have shown that the sum a;(n) dominates the
remaining terms, and hence is positive for large n. Hence we find from (21) that P > 1 and ¢ is even. [
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Analytic continuation/natural boundary. When o is very inseparable, {,(z) coincides with the degree
zeta function D, (z) and hence is a rational function. One may wonder whether a P6élya—Carlson
dichotomy holds for the functions ¢, (z), meaning that, when they are not rational as above, they admit
a natural boundary as complex function (and hence they are nonholonomic; in this context also called
“transcendentally transcendental”).

We confirm this for a large class of such maps, providing at the same time another proof of their
transcendence (and even nonholonomicity). The crucial tool is Theorem A.1 that Royals and Ward prove
in the Appendix of this paper.

Theorem 5.5. Suppose that o is not very inseparable and that A is the unique dominant root. Then the
function &, (z) has the circle |z| = 1/ A as its natural boundary. In particular, £, (z) is not holonomic.

Proof. We start by the observation that ¢, (z) has the same natural boundary as Z,(z) := ) _ 0,z" if the
latter function has natural boundary [Bell et al. 2014, Lemma 1]. Next, we find an expression

Zo@) =Y mi Y ryInl, " (h2)",
i=1

n>1
where m; and A; are as in (10) and r,, and s, are as in Proposition 2.7. We now apply Theorem A.1: in
the notation of that theorem, we choose S to be the set of primes containing p and all primes £ for which
|ru|e # 1 for some n. By periodicity of (r,), the set § is finite. Let a, :=deg;(c" — 1) = rn|n|2". Suppose
w is a common period for (r,) and (s,). For £ € S, set ny = @, cpx = |rkle; for £ # p, set e,y =0, and
set e, x = —si. Then |a,|s = a,jl, and hence we can write

p
Zo(x) =) mif (i),
i=1
where f is the function associated to (a,) as in Theorem A.l. Since o is not very inseparable, by
Lemma 4.4 the sequence (a,) takes infinitely many values. We find that the term f(A;z) has a natural
boundary along |z| = 1/|A;|. If A is the unique A; of maximal absolute value, then the dense singularities
along this circle cannot be canceled by other terms, and we conclude that Z,; (z) has a natural boundary
along |z] = 1/A, and the same holds for ¢, (z). Since a holonomic function has only finitely many
singularities (corresponding to the zeros of go(z) if the series function satisfies (5), compare to [Flajolet
et al. 2004/06, Theorem 1]), ¢, (z) cannot be holonomic. O

Question 5.6. Is |z| = 1/A a natural boundary for ¢, (z) for any not very inseparable o (even without
the assumption of a unique dominant root)?

Metrizable group endomorphisms with the same zeta function. Given the analogy between our results
and some properties of metrizable group endomorphisms, one may ask for the following more formal
relationship:

Question 5.7. Can one associate to an action of cC' A an endomorphism of a compact metrizable abelian
group TC' G with the same Artin—-Mazur zeta function, i.e., {y = ¢;?
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The analogue of this question over the complex numbers is trivial, as one may take G = A(C). The
degree zeta function D, (z) artificially equals the Artin—-Mazur zeta function of an endomorphism 7 of a
2g-dimensional real torus whose matrix has the same characteristic polynomial as that of o acting on
T¢(A) for any £ # p (e.g., the companion matrix). This implies that for a very inseparable cC A, indeed,
8o (2) = & (2).

Even in the not very inseparable case, it is sometimes possible to construct such tC G, like we did for
the example in the introduction.

In general, it would be natural to consider the induced action of o on the torsion subgroup A (K)o
(dual of the total Tate module [ | 7;(A)). This provides the correct contribution |o,|, at all primes £ # p;
for such ¢, the size of the cokernel of 0" — 1 acting on Ty(A) is precisely |on|zl. However, at £ = p, we
found no such natural group in general, and it seems that |0, is genuinely determined by the geometry
of the p-torsion subgroup scheme.

6. Geometric characterization of very inseparable endomorphisms

In this section, we analyze the condition of very inseparability from a geometric point of view as well as its
relation to inseparability. For this, it is advantageous to temporarily drop the assumption of confinedness
and consider a general o € End(A).

Elementary properties. We start by listing properties of very inseparability that follow more or less
directly from the definition. For this, we first write out a very basic property:

Lemma 6.1. Whether o € End(A) is a separable isogeny or not is determined by its action on the finite
commutative group scheme A[p], i.e., by its image under the map End(A) — End(A[p]).

Proof. If two endomorphisms o, 7: A — A induce the same map on A[p], then o — t vanishes on the
group scheme A[p], and hence it factors through the map [p]: A — A. Thus 0 — 7 = pv for some
v: A — A, and hence the map End(A)/p End(A) < End(A[p]) is injective. Since an endomorphism
A — A is a separable isogeny if and only if it induces an isomorphism on the tangent space, and since
every map of the form pv induces the zero map on the tangent space, we conclude that o is a separable
isogeny if and only if 7 is a separable isogeny. O
Proposition 6.2. Let o € End(A).

(1) The endomorphism o is very inseparable if and only if 0" — 1 is a separable isogeny for all n < p4g2.

(i) If A= Ay x Ay with Ay and A, abelian varieties and o = o1 X 0y with o; € End(A;), then o is very
inseparable if and only if 0| and oy are both very inseparable.

(iii) Multiplication [m]: A — A by an integer m is very inseparable if and only if m is divisible by p.

(iv) An endomorphism of an elliptic curve is very inseparable if and only if it is either an inseparable

isogeny or zero.
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(v) If E is an elliptic curve over a field of characteristic 3, then the isogeny o :=[2]x [3]lon A:=E X E
is inseparable but not very inseparable.

Proof. To prove (i), observe that by Lemma 6.1, it suffices to look at the images of o” — 1 in the ring
End(A)/pEnd(A). Since End A is finite free of rank at most 4g2, this ring is finite of cardinality < p4g2,
and hence the sequence of images of o” — 1 is ultimately periodic (i.e., periodic except for a finite number
of n) with all possible values already occurring for n < p4g2.

Property (ii) is immediate from the definition.

Since an endomorphism of an abelian variety is a separable isogeny if and only if its differential is
surjective, to prove (iii), observe that the differential of the multiplication by m" — 1 map is still given by
multiplication by m"” — 1 and hence is surjective if and only if it is nonzero, i.e., when p does not divide
m" — 1. The latter happens for all n > 1 if and only if p | m.

Statement (iv) was already discussed in Example 4.2.

Property (v) follows immediately from (ii) and (iii). O

Using the local group scheme A[p]°. The category of finite commutative group schemes over K is
abelian and decomposes as the product of the category of finite étale and the category of finite local group
schemes (see, e.g., [Goren 2002, A§4]). The group scheme A[p] decomposes canonically as the product
]O

of the étale part A[pl¢ and the local part A[p]”. We now provide a geometric characterization of (very)

inseparability using the local p-torsion subgroup scheme, as in Theorem A in the introduction.
Theorem 6.3. Let o € End(A).

(i) o is a separable isogeny if and only if it induces an isomorphism on A[ p]°.

(ii) o is very inseparable if and only if it induces a nilpotent map on A[p]°.

Proof. Under the splitting A[p] = A[plg X A[p]o, the morphism o[ p] induced by o on A[p] splits as a
product morphism o[p] = o [plg X ol p]o. Therefore, we have

kero[p] =kero[pls X kera[p]o. (23)

An isogeny o is separable if and only if ker o is étale.

We turn to the proof of (i). In one direction, first assume that o is a separable isogeny. Then ker o
is étale, and hence so is its subgroup scheme ker o[ p]. From the decomposition (23), we conclude that
ker o[ p]° is both étale and local, hence trivial. Since A[p]° is a finite group scheme, the map o'[p]° is an
isomorphism.

For the other direction, assume first that o is not an isogeny. Let B be the reduced connected component
of 0 of ker 0. Then B is an abelian subvariety, B[ p]° is a nontrivial group scheme (because multiplication
by p on B is not étale) and is contained in the kernel of o[ p]O and hence o[ p]o is not an isomorphism.
Secondly, assume that o is an inseparable isogeny. Then ker o is not étale. We have kero C A[n] for

n =dego. Writing n = p’u with u coprime with p, we get a decomposition ker o =kero[p’] x ker o [u].
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The group scheme ker o [u] is étale (as a subgroup scheme of A[u]), and hence ker o [p’] cannot be étale,
which means that ker o[ p']° is nontrivial. For each integer r, we have an exact sequence

0— kero[p’_l]o — kera[p’]0 JLI kero[p]o.

Applying this inductively for r =¢,¢ — 1, ..., 2, we conclude that ker o[ p]° is nontrivial, and hence the
morphism o[p]° is not an isomorphism. This proves (i).

For the proof of (ii), consider the natural homomorphism ¢: End(A) — End(A[ 71°). Since End(A)
is a finite Z-algebra, and since p € ker ¢, the ring R :=im(g) is a finite F ,-algebra. By part (i), the map
o" — 1 is a separable isogeny if and only if its image ¢ (0" — 1) is a unit in End(A[p]®). We claim that
@(0" —1) is then a unit in R; in fact, the ring R is a finite F-algebra, and hence there exists a monic
polynomial f € F,[t], f = t4+ay_1t97 1 4+ ... 4 ap, of lowest degree such that f(c” — 1) = 0. If the
constant term ag of f is different than zero, then we easily see that " — 1 is invertible in R, its inverse
being —a, ! Zf-l:_l (6™ — 1)%. If on the other hand ag = 0, then o” — 1 is a two-sided zero-divisor in R,
hence in End(A[p]?), and therefore cannot be a unit in End(A[p]%). Thus, our claim is now reduced to
the proof of the following lemma. O

Lemma 6.4. Let R be a finite (not necessarily commutative) ¥ ,-algebra and let r € R. Then the following

conditions are equivalent:
(1) For all positive integers r" — 1 is invertible.
(i1) The element r is nilpotent.

Proof. Let J denote the Jacobson radical of R. The ring R is artinian and hence the ring R = R/J is
semisimple [Lam 1991, 4.14]. For an element s € R, denote the image of s in R by 5. Then s is invertible
in R if and only if § is invertible in R [Lam 1991, 4.18] and s is nilpotent if and only if § is nilpotent
(this follows from the fact that the Jacobson radical of an artinian ring is nilpotent, see [Lam 1991, 4.12]).
Thus we have reduced the claim to the case of a semisimple ring R.

By the Wedderburn—Artin theorem [Lam 1991, 3.5], a semisimple ring is a product of matrix rings
over division rings which in our case need to be finite, and hence by another theorem of Wedderburn
[Lam 1991, 13.1] are commutative. Thus we can decompose the ring R as a product of matrix rings over
finite fields

S
R~ l_[M (F,).
i=1

Clearly, each of the properties in the statement of the lemma can be considered separately for each term
in this product, and we are reduced to proving that a matrix N over a finite field has the property that
N" — 1 is invertible for all n > 1 if and only if N is nilpotent.

If N is nilpotent, then all the matrices N" — 1 are invertible, since in any ring the sum of a unit and
a nilpotent that commute with each other is a unit. Conversely, if N is not nilpotent, then N has some
eigenvalue A # 0, perhaps in a larger (but still finite) field. Let n > 1 be such that A" =1 (such n always
exists in a finite field). Then the matrix N — 1 is not invertible. U
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We have some immediate corollaries (where Corollary 6.5(i) refines Lemma 6.1):
Corollary 6.5. Let o € End(A).

(i) Whether o is a separable isogeny or not, or very inseparable or not, is determined by its action on

A[p1°, i.e., on its image under the map
End(A) — End(A[p]%).

(i1) Very inseparable isogenies are inseparable.

(iii) There exists a simple abelian surface with a confined isogeny that is inseparable but not very

inseparable and for which inseparable isogenies together with the zero map do not form an ideal.

Proof. Statement (i) is immediate from Theorem 6.3. Statement (ii) follows from Theorem 6.3, since
nilpotents are not invertible. Concerning (iii), the following is an example of a simple abelian variety
A and an inseparable but not very inseparable isogeny o (all computational data used can be found at
[LMFDB Collaboration 2013]). Consider the isogeny class of supersingular abelian surfaces over Fs
of p-rank 0 with characteristic polynomial of the Frobenius 7 equal to x* 425 = 0. The splitting field
L :=Q(m) =QC(, \/1_0) has no real embeddings, hence by [Waterhouse 1969, Theorem 6.1] there exists
a simple abelian surface A with endomorphism ring Oy = Z[i, 7] (the ring of integers in L, containing
both 77 and 5/ = —im). Consider o =i —2 = m?/5 — 2, with characteristic polynomial 0% +4c +5 =0.
The endomorphism o is a confined isogeny since on a simple abelian variety these are exactly the
endomorphisms that are neither zero nor roots of unity. Denoting the reduction of ¢ modulo 5 by &, we
find that

G2=5. (24)

Note that A[p] = A[p]0 and hence there is an injective map O /50 — End(A[p]O). Now o is separable
if and only if & is an isomorphism on A[ p]°, which, by (24), happens exactly if & = 1. But then o = 5y +1
for some 1 € Oy, which does not hold. Hence o is inseparable. On the other hand, o is very inseparable
if and only if & is nilpotent on A[p]°, which, by (24), happens exactly if & = 0. This means that o = 5y
for some Y € O, which does not hold either. Hence o is not very inseparable.

Let 0’ = —i — 2. We similarly prove that ¢’ is inseparable, and yet the map o + o’ = —4 is a separable
isogeny. Hence the set of inseparable isogenies together with the zero map is not closed under addition. [J

Using Dieudonné modules. The structure of the endomorphism ring of the local group scheme A[p]°
can be computed explicitly using the theory of Dieudonné modules, and we will use this to deduce some
more results on very inseparability.

The group schemes A[p] and A[ p]° are objects in the category € of finite commutative group schemes
over K annihilated by p. By covariant Dieudonné theory [Goren 2002, A§5] there is an equivalence of
categories

D: €g — finite length left E-modules,
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where E = K[F, V] denotes the noncommutative ring of polynomials with relations
FV=VF=0,FA=AF and VA’ =1V forieK.

We may consider being a very inseparable endomorphism or a separable isogeny as a property of the
image of an endomorphism under the map End(A) — Endg(D(A] p]o)).

Example 6.6. If A is an ordinary elliptic curve, then A[p]® = w,, so End(A[p]®) =F,. If Ais a
supersingular elliptic curve, the local group scheme A[p]° is the unique nonsplit self-dual extension of
ap by ap. The Dieudonné module is D(A[p]°) =E/E(V + F) [Goren 2002, A.5.4] and a computation
[Goren 2002, A.5.8] gives a ring isomorphism

End(A[p]°) = Endg(E/E(V + F)) = !("Op Z) a€Fp,be K}.

From these computations, one also sees directly that noninvertible elements are nilpotent in End(A[ p]%)
in both the ordinary and the supersingular case, giving an alternative proof of 6.2(iv).

Proposition 6.7. Let 0 € End(A) and set % := D(A[p])°).

(1) o is a separable isogeny (respectively, very inseparable endomorphism) if and only if its image in

Endk(r(@/ VD) is invertible (respectively, nilpotent).
(ii) o is very inseparable if and only if a power of o factors through the p-Frobenius map Fr: A AP,
(iii) If End(A) is commutative, the set of very inseparable endomorphisms forms an ideal in End(A).

(iv) There exists an abelian variety for which the set of very inseparable endomorphisms is not closed

under either addition or multiplication (in particular, it is not an ideal).

(v) Let A denote a simple ordinary abelian variety defined over a finite field ¥, C K with (commutative)
endomorphism ring 0 := End(A) and Frobenius endomorphism . Set R :=Z[n, q/m]. Then R C 0
and if p{[0:R], then any isogeny of A is very inseparable if and only if it is inseparable. This is in
particular true if g = p > 5.

Proof. We first prove (i). The relations in E imply that VE is a two-sided ideal in E. In this way, o, as an
E-endomorphism of 9, gives rise to an endomorphism ¢ of the E/ VE = k[ F]-module %/ V<. The first
claim is that ¢ is nilpotent if and only if & is. The interesting direction is where & is nilpotent, meaning
that 6" (@) € V9 for some n. Since V is nilpotent on & [Goren 2002, A.5], say V49 = 0, we can iterate
the equation to get 0" (@) € V9% = 0. Secondly, we claim that o is invertible if and only if & is so.
Again, the interesting direction is when & is invertible. If we let @’ denote the image of o : & — %, then
%' is an E-submodule of @ and & = %' + V9. Iterating this sufficiently many times, we find that

D=B +VI=D + VI +V*P=- . =% + VI +.. .+ VIlg g

This shows that ¢ is surjective, and, since it is an endomorphism of the underlying finite-dimensional
vector space, it is then automatically injective.
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In order to prove (ii), note that the Dieudonné module D(AP[p]°) can be identified with @ = D(A[p]°)
with the E-action twisted by the geometric Frobenius map ¥ : K — K, ¥(A) = A!/P. Under this
identification, the map induced by the p-Frobenius Fr: A — A" on the Dieudonné modules is the
Y-semilinear map V : & — % [Goren 2002, A.5]. Moreover, the map V is nilpotent.

If o is very inseparable, there exists n with o"| Alpl? = 0. Since A[Fr] C A[ p]o, we have 0" |sp =0
and hence o factors through Fr. Conversely, suppose that 0" = 7 o Fr for some 7: A”) — A. Passing to
the Dieudonné modules, and using the fact that the map D(t) is ¥ ~!-semilinear (and hence commutes
with V), we see that D(0")% C V%, so D(o) is nilpotent modulo V. By part (i), we find that o is very
inseparable.

For the proof of (iii), note that, without any assumptions on the ring End(A), the set / of maps in
End(A) that factor through the p-Frobenius Fr is a left ideal in End(A). Therefore by (ii), if the ring
End(A) is commutative, the set of very inseparable maps in End(A) coincides with the radical of 7, and
hence is an ideal.

For (iv), consider A = E x E for an ordinary elliptic curve E. Then End(A) = M (End(E)) surjects
onto End(A[p]°) = M (F ») (see Example 6.6). The set of very inseparable endomorphisms corresponds
under this map to matrices whose image in M, (F ) is nilpotent, and it suffices to remark that the set of
nilpotent elements in M, (F ) is not closed under neither addition nor multiplication.

For (v), we indeed have R C O by [Waterhouse 1969, 7.4]. Let o € O and observe that the coprimality
of [0:R] to p implies that there exists an integer N coprime to p with No € R. Therefore, it suffices
to prove the equivalence of inseparability and very inseparability for elements of R. Represent such an

Y aim +) b,

i>1 j>0

element o € R by

with 7’ = q /7 and a;, b; € Z (the terms containing both 7 and 7" may be omitted since they do not change
the image of o in End(%)). Since A is defined over F, with ¢ = p”, we have 7 = Fr" and 7’ = Ver’,
where Ver: A?) — A is the Verschiebung. On the level of Dieudonné modules, Fr maps to V and Ver
maps to F' [Goren 2002, A.5], so o maps to the endomorphism

G =Y b;F" € Endg(r|(D/ VD).
In the ordinary case, the Dieudonné modules of A[p] and A[ p]0 are
D(AlpD) = (E/(V,1— F)®E/(F,1-V))* and %= D(A[p]") = (E/(V,1-F))*

(since this is the subgroup scheme of D(A[p]) on which V is nilpotent [Goren 2002, A.5]). Hence F =1
in End(%/ V%) =M, (F,), and ¢ :=)_ b; is a scalar multiplication; therefore, it is nilpotent if and only
if it is zero (i.e., noninvertible).

The final claim follows from a result of Freeman and Lauter [2008, Proposition 3.7]. O

We were unable to answer the following natural questions:
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Question 6.8. (i) Can one construct a simple abelian variety for which very inseparable endomorphisms
do not form an ideal?

(ii) Consider the subset of the moduli space of abelian varieties of given dimension and given degree
of polarization consisting of those abelian varieties A for which inseparable isogenies are very
inseparable. Is this locus dense in the moduli space? Recall that, by a result of Norman and Oort
[1980, Theorem 3.1], the ordinary locus is dense.

7. The tame zeta function

We revert to our standard assumptions and define the following general “tame” version of the Artin-Mazur
zeta function for varieties over fields of positive characteristic (the construction is somewhat reminiscent
of that of the Artin—Hasse exponential):

Definition 7.1. Let K denote an algebraically closed field of positive characteristic p > 0, X/K an
algebraic variety, and let f: X — X denote a confined morphism. The tame zeta function ¢ ? is defined

i) = exp(z f%) (25)

pin

as the formal power series

summing only over n that are not divisible by p.
A basic observation is:

Proposition 7.2. We have identities of formal power series
@ =[] 4/c; @ (26)
i=0
and
¢x (2 = &x, £ (/Y ¢x 50 (2P). (27)

Proof. For the first identity (26), we do a formal computation, splitting the sum over n into parts where n
is exactly divisible by a given power p' of p (denoted p' || n):

{x,r(2) = exp(Z Z %Zn)

i20 piiin

= exp(Z Z ];[;_;’Zzpim)

i=20 ptm

= exp(z % 2 (f;)m— (Z”i)m)

i=0 ptm

1 i
T exp<; log(¢ " )))-

i=0



2216 Jakub Byszewski and Gunther Cornelissen

For the second identity (27), we compute as follows:
Jn fpk k a 1 (fP)k k
* — Jnon _ JPK — sn = RS
{x r(2@) —exp<z , 7" Z ok 7" | =exp Z , 7" /exp > Z . Pt ). O
n>1 k>1 n>1 k>1

Theorem 7.3. For cC A, there exists an integer t > 0 (depending on o) such that ({})" is a rational

function. In particular, {} is algebraic.

Proof. Proposition 2.7 implies that for p{n the inseparability degree deg;(c” — 1) = r, is periodic of
period w with 7, = recd(n,0)- Let u denote the Mobius function. For n | w, define rational numbers o, by

o, = % Z M(”/e). (28)

Te

eln
By Mobius inversion and the equality 7, = rgcd(n,w), We get
l= Z dag foralln > 1.
’
" 4| ged(n,w)

Therefore,

d m_1
Hz) = exp(Z —eg(zr )z”)

pin
deg(a®™ —1) ..
=exp<zangTzd >
d|lw ptm
d dm_l oq
d|w ptm n

Using the notation of Proposition 2.3(i), we can rewrite this as
aa
@=[] (Dad @)/ Do <zpd)) (29)
dlw
and hence the result follows from the rationality of the degree zeta functions. O

The minimal exponent f, > 0 for which ¢ (z) € Q(z) is an invariant of the dynamical system cC A.
We briefly discuss the arithmetic significance of such ¢,, by considering both ordinary and supersingular
elliptic curves.

Proposition 7.4. Let E denote an elliptic curve, o € End(E), and let t, be the minimal positive integer
for which ¢} ()" € Q(2).

(1) If E is ordinary, t, is a pure p-th power.

(11) There exists a (supersingular) E and o C E for which t, is not a pure p-th power.
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Proof. If o is an endomorphism of an ordinary elliptic curve, then there is a valuation |-| on the quotient
field L of the endomorphism ring that extends the p-valuation and such that deg; o = |o'| (cf. Example 4.2).
If o is very inseparable, ¢} (z) is rational, and the claim is clear. Otherwise, let s be the minimal positive
integer for which M := |o* — 1| < 1. We find that for integers n not divisible by p,

1 ifstn
=dec.(c" —1) = ’ 30
rn = degi(o” = 1) {M if s | n. 30)
Substituting this into (28), we get w = 5. If s =1, we have ) = 1/M, and if s > 1, we find
1 ifn=1,
o, =10 ifn|s, 1<n<s, 3D

(1-M)/(Ms) ifn=s.

Since p splits in L [Deuring 1941, §2.10], the valuation |-| has residue field F,, and hence s | (p — 1).
From (29), it follows that £ (z) is a product of rational functions to powers 1/p and (1 —M)/(Mps) (and
1/(Mp) if s = 1). Now with M = p~" for some r > 1, we find that (1 — M)/(Mps) = (p" —1)/p"*!s,
which has denominator a power of p, since s divides p — 1. This proves (i).

For (ii) consider a supersingular elliptic curve A = E. We have already seen in Example 4.2 that the
inseparability degree of an isogeny is detected by a valuation on the quaternion algebra End(£) ® Q,
on which we now briefly elaborate. The ring © = End(E) is a maximal order in a quaternion algebra,
and its completion 0, = End(E) ®z Z, is an order in the unique quaternion division algebra D over Q,,
[Deuring 1941]. There exists a valuation v: D — Z on D with the property that 0, = {x € D : v(x) > 0}.
Let p = {x € O : v(x) > 1}. Then p is a two-sided maximal ideal in O with pO, = p2©p and we
have an isomorphism O/p >~ F ,». The inseparable degree of an isogeny o € O is given by the formula
deg; (o) = p¥), cf. [Bridy 2016, Proposition 5.5].

Let o € O be an endomorphism such that its image in O/p > F > generates the multiplicative group of
the field and such that v(o Pl 1) = 1. Then for integers n not divisible by p we have

1 if (p? = Din,
p if (p>—1)|n.

Let us prove that such o exists: choose elements og, T € O such that the image of o9 in O/p >~ F »

degi(0" — 1) = { (32)

generates the multiplicative group of the field and v(7) = 1. Then one of the elements oy, og + T satisfies
the desired conditions.

Furthermore, the degree is of the form deg(c” —1) =m" —A" — (1) 41 for A, A’ € Qand m := A\’ € Z.
Using the convenient notation

17/1 _ Zp

*(2) i = ——,
(2) -
a somewhat tedious computation, splitting the terms in log ¢ (z) to take into account the cases in (32),
gives that
z %(z") %((mz)’
o= Q) where g (2) i 22

R E((V D))
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Note that %(z) is itself a p-th root of a rational function. We conclude that t = p?(p + 1) suffices to have
£X(2)" € Q(z) but £ ()" is not rational for any choice of 7 as a pure p-th power. O

8. Functional equations

In this section, we study the existence of functional equations for full and tame zeta functions on abelian
varieties. Assume throughout the section that o is an isogeny. Under the transformation z — 1/ deg(o)z,
we will find a functional equation for zeta functions of very inseparable endomorphisms, and a “Riemann
surface” version of a functional equation for the tame zeta function. Since this transformation does not
make sense for {, as a formal power series, D, {,, and ¢ are therefore considered as genuine functions
of a complex variable, and the symbols are understood to refer to their (maximal) analytic continuations.

Proposition 8.1. The degree zeta function D, (z) (cf. Definition 2.2) satisfies a functional equation of the

form

Do (deg(a)Z> = Do),

Proof. We use the notations from (20). It is clear that the multiset of A; is stable under the involution
A+ deg(o)/A. From this symmetry, we obtain a functional equation for the exponential generating
function Dy (z) =[];_,(1 — A;z)~"™ of the form

1 r .
DO’ = (— Zi:lmi )\".’”iDG .

Substituting n = 0 into (20) gives Y ;_, m; = 0 and a direct computation using the form of 1; and the

fact that ¢ is even shows that []i_, A" = 1, which gives the claim. O

Remark 8.2. The functional equation for D, (z) can be placed in the cohomological framework from
Remark 2.4: consider the Poincaré duality pairing (-, -): H' x H%~ ® Qu(g) — Q, under which
(oex, y) = {x, 0*y), with 0,0* = [deg o ]. Hence if o* has eigenvalues ¢; on H', then o, has eigenvalues
deg(o)/a; on H*~ but these sets are the same by duality. In this way the functional equation picks up
a factor zX, where x (A) is the £-adic Euler characteristic of A. But here, x(4) =0 (since the i-th
¢-adic Betti number of an abelian variety of dimension g is the binomial coefficient (Zig )

Theorem 8.3. (i) If o is very inseparable, then {,(2) extends to a meromorphic function on the entire

complex plane and satisfies a functional equation of the form

1
Lo (deg(a)z) =5 (2).

(1) If o is not very inseparable and A is the unique dominant root, then {;(z) cannot satisfy a func-

tional equation under z +— 1/deg(o)z; actually, the intersection of the domains of ¢, (z) and
¢ (1/ deg(0)2) is empy.
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(iii) For any confined o, let X, denote the concrete Riemann surface of the algebraic function ¢} (z) (a
finite covering of the Riemann sphere). Then there exists an involution T € Aut(X,) such that the

meromorphic extension {)}: X, — C fits into a commutative diagram of the form

1% l ; (33)

Proof. If o is very inseparable, then ¢, = D,, and the result follows from Proposition 8.1.

If o is not very inseparable and A is the unique dominant root, then by Theorem 5.5 the function
¢ (z) has a natural boundary on |z] = 1/A. Thus ¢,(z) and ¢, (1/deg(o)z) are commonly defined
only on A/deg(c) < |z| < 1/A which is empty when A% > deg(c). By Proposition 5.1(iii), we have
A2>A> [1I&| = deg o, so this always holds.

For the third part of the theorem, consider (29) that expresses the function ¢ in terms of degree zeta
functions. Write ay/p = Ay/ By for coprime integers Ay, By, let N denote the least common multiple of
B, over all d | w and set By := Nog/p € Z. Then ¢} extends to a function on the Riemann surface X,
corresponding to the projective curve defined by the affine equation

N ng(xd)p Ba
T H)(Dawwd))
given by {¥(x, y) = y. By the fact that all D, satisfy the functional equation as in Proposition 8.1, the
map t: Xy = Xs, T(x,y) = (1/(deg(o)x), y) is an involution of X, (we use that deg(c”) = deg(o)”
for any integer r). The same functional equations then prove that the diagram (33) commutes. ]

9. Prime orbit growth

In this section, we consider the prime orbit growth for a confined endomorphism o: A — A. We are
interested in possible analogues of the prime number theorem (PNT), much like Parry and Pollicott [1983]
proved for axiom A flows. In our case, it follows almost immediately from the rationality of their zeta
functions that such an analogue holds for very inseparable o. In general, however, as we will see, the
prime orbit counting function displays infinitely many forms of limiting behavior. Nevertheless, the
(weaker) analogue of Chebyshev’s bounds and Mertens’ second theorem hold. In accordance with our
philosophy, we also consider counting only “tame” prime orbits (i.e, of length coprime to p), and in this
case we see finitely many forms of limiting behavior, detectable from properties of the p-divisible group.
Finally, we briefly discuss good main and error terms reflecting analogues of the Riemann hypothesis.

Notations/Definitions 9.1. A prime orbit O of length £ =: £(O) of 0: A — A is a set

0:{x,ox,on,...,ozx:x}gA(K)
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of exact cardinality £. Letting P, denote the number of prime orbits of length ¢ for o, the prime orbit
counting function is 75 (X) 1= Y, x Pe.

As formal power series, the zeta function of o admits a product expansion

1
Lo (2) = l_[ 1 Z00)"
o

where the product runs over all prime orbits. Since o, = Zi\n £ P;, Mobius inversion implies that

Py = % >on e ,u( f;)an. Our proofs will exploit the fact that the numbers o,, differ from the linear recurrent

sequence deg(o” — 1) only by a multiplicative factor, the inseparable degree, that grows quite slowly.
To avoid complications, we make the following assumption:

Standing assumption/notations:
The dominant root A > 1 is unique.
The @ -periodic sequences (r,) and (sy), s, < 0, are as in (14).

All asymptotic formula in this section hold for integer values of the parameter.

By Proposition 5.1(vi), this implies that A > 1 is of multiplicity one. We start with a basic proposition
describing the asymptotics of P,. Interestingly, the error terms are determined by the zeros of the degree
zeta function. This appears to be a rather strong result with a very easy proof, dependent on the exponential
growth.

Proposition 9.2. Py = A%/ (Lr|€]}) + O(A®Y), where © := max{Re(s) : Do (A™%) =0} €[5, 1).
Proof. From (10), we get deg(c” — 1) = A” + O(A®Y) for

, log|2;]
‘= max .
Ixil#£A log(A)

By Proposition 5.4, this equals the largest real part of a zero of D, (A ™), and 1/2 < ® < 1. Hence

_deg(o’—1) Al
degi(0' =) relely

oy +0(A9Y.

Expressing the number of prime orbits in terms of the number of fixed points, we get

1 L Oy 1 L

Pi=- ) =)oy

[4 E%;M<n>an I +£n2|;ﬂ<n>o'n
n<t

Since | (€/n)o,| < deg(c" — 1) < M A" for some constant M depending only on o, we get

n<t

< UEMAY?,

and since ® > %, the claim follows. |
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The remainder of this section is dedicated to a study of what happens to the asymptotics if we further
average in ¢, like in the prime number theorem or Mertens’ theorem. We will see that between PNT and
Mertens’ theorem, information about o being very inseparable or not gets lost.

The next lemma is formulated in a general way and will be applied several times in order to asymptoti-
cally replace factors “1/€” for £ < X by “1/X”. This leads to simplified main terms at the cost of worse
error terms (we will discuss another approach leading to a “complicated main term with good error term”
at the end of the section).

Lemma 9.3. Let (a;) be a bounded sequence and let A > 1 be a real number. Then
A oox 1 X 2
271\ _YZagA +0(/X?).
<X <X

Proof. Write

Z %@Aefx_ % ZagAe’X _ Z aﬁ(f{g_Z)Azx

<X <X <X
With M :=sup|a¢| < +0o0, the “top half” of this sum can be bounded as follows:

Z ag(X—E)A[_X
Xt

X/2<e<X

oM .
<5z Y iATT=001/X?)

i=0

while the “bottom half” is easily seen to be O (X A~*/2), whence the claim. ]

(Non)analogues of PNT and analogues of Chebyshev’s estimates. The first application is to the follow-
ing “fluctuating” asymptotics for the prime orbit counting function:

X, (X 1
Proposition 9.4. oX) _ Y — A" 1 o00/x).
AX = relllp

Proof. By Proposition 9.2 we see that

Xﬁa(X) X X ' <Y,

——— =X PIATT =X A + A" 0O(A .
E E IEI (A7)
<X <X

The error terms in this sum form a geometric series and hence decrease exponentially. Applying Lemma 9.3
to the main term, we find the stated result. |

The next theorem discusses the analogue of the PNT in our setting; an analogue of Chebyshev’s 1852
determination of the order of magnitude of the prime counting function holds in general, but the analogue
of the PNT holds only for very inseparable endomorphisms. The result for general endomorphisms
is similar in spirit to that for the 3-adic doubling map considered in [Everest et al. 2005, Theorem 3],
S-integer dynamical systems in [Everest et al. 2007] (from which we take the terminology “detector
group”), or to Knieper’s theorem [1997, Theorem B] on the asymptotics of closed geodesics on rank one
manifolds of nonpositive curvature.
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Theorem 9.5. (i) The order of magnitude of 5 (X) is 5 (X) < AX /X, in the sense that the function
X7, (X)/AX is bounded away from 0 and oo.

(i) Consider the “detector” group
Gy :={(a.x) €Z/wLxLy:a=xmod|w]|,"}.

If (X)) is a sequence of integers such that X, — +o0o and (X,, X,) has a limit in the group G,
then the sequence X,y (X,)/ A% converges, and every accumulation point of Xy (X)/AX arises

in this way.

(iii) (a) If o is very inseparable, limyx_, 4oo X7y (X)/AX exists and equals A /(A —1).
(b) If o is not very inseparable, then the set of accumulation points of X7y (X)/AX is a union of a
Cantor set and finitely many points. In particular, it is uncountable.

Proof. For (i), we estimate the value of X7, (X)/AX in terms of the sum in Proposition 9.4. The bound
from above is trivial; for the bound from below we consider the terms with £ = X — 1 and £ = X and
note that for at least one of these indices we have [£|, = 1. We thus obtain the bounds

1 X, (X) X7, (X) A

—— < liminf ————= < limsu < . 34
Amax(r;))  X—+o0o AX X_)+£ AX A—1 4

To prove (ii), the formula in Proposition 9.4 may be rewritten as

X—1

1
— At +00/X). 35
DD Ao G

X7 (X)
AX

If (X,) is as indicated, i.e., if X,, mod @ stabilizes (say at the value @y mod @) and X, converges to
some x in Z,, then individual summands in (35) have a well-defined limit while the whole sum is bounded
uniformly in n by the convergent series ) ;q A~". Thus

X, 76 (X > 1
lim ”( ) Z AT (36)
=0

Serg—t
n—+oo Vg — E|x |m0

where (r,) and (s,,) are prolonged to periodic sequences for n € Z in an obvious manner; if x is a positive
integer, then the term corresponding to £ = x should be construed as A ¢ [Yoo—e if Sgy—¢ =0, and O
otherwise.

We now prove (iii). When o is very inseparable, @ = 1, r, = 1, 5, = 0, and Proposition 9.4 implies
the result by summing the geometric series Zk>0 A k=1 /(1 —1/A) in (36). Note that the result also
follows by Tauberian methods applied to the rational zeta function ¢, = D, .

In the case of general o, we consider the map ¢ : G, — R which associates to an element (@, x) € G4
the limit

(w_ x) 11 XIZJTO'(XVZ)
QD 07 - —>+OO AXn



Dynamics on abelian varieties in positive characteristic 2223

for a sequence (X,) of integers such that X,, — +o00 and X, has the limit (y, x) in G,. By (36), this
map is continuous. We will show that in some neighborhood of each point the map ¢ is either constant
or a homeomorphism. Note that since G, is compact, the set of accumulation points of X7, (X)/AX is
equal to the image of ¢.

Choose @y mod @, two distinct elements x, y € Z, and two sequences of integers (X,) and (Y,)
which tend to infinity and such that X,, mod @ =Y, mod @ =@ and X, — x and ¥,, — y in Z,,. Then
by (36) we have

(@0, X) — p(@0,y) = Y _ au, (37)
=0

where

1 ( 1 1 )A—f
ay = So—t S .
Fan—e \|x — €[, |y — ;"

Let k > 0 be such that |x — y|, = p K. The terms a, are nonzero if and only if £ = x (mod p**!)
or £ =y (mod p**!) and furthermore s, ¢ # 0. Note that whether such £ exists depends only on the

values of x — @y and y — @ modulo ged(p**!, ). For £ with a, # 0, the terms a, can be bounded
from below:

lag| > (pkst,@ — p(k+1)fm04,)A—£ > 1 pk‘YEO*fA_E
Tan—t 21’11,0,@

while clearly |ay| < A~ for any £.
We now consider two cases depending on whether or not there exists £ such that a, # 0.

Case 1: Assume first that there exists £ such that a; # 0 and let £( be the smallest such £. Since any other
such ¢ differs from £, by a multiple of p*, we get

[e9) ,pk

_pk
=0 2oty 1—A=r

Since the sequences (r¢) and (s;) take only finitely many values, the expression on the right is positive
for k larger than a constant Ky which depends only on o but not on x, y, or @g. Therefore from (37) we
conclude that if [x — y|[, < p~ %o, then ¢(wy, x) # (@, ).

Case 2: If ap = 0 for all £, then by (37) we have ¢(wy, x) = ¢(wyp, y). Let p¥ be the largest power of
p dividing . Recall that whether a, = O for all £ depends only on the values of x — @ and y — @y
modulo ged(p*t!, @w). Therefore if a; = 0 for all £ for |x — y| = p~ with k > v, then the map ¢ is
locally constant in a neighborhood of (wy, x).

Replacing K¢ with max(Kj, v) if necessary, we see that the map ¢ : G, — Rrestricted to open compact
subsets

B(wo, x) = {(@0,y) € Gy : [x —y|, < p %} C G,
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is either injective (corresponding to Case 1) or constant (corresponding to Case 2). Since G, is a disjoint
union of finitely many subsets B(wy, x), and since each B(wy, x) is topologically a Cantor set, we
conclude that the image of ¢ is a union of finitely many (possibly no) Cantor sets and finitely many points.

In order to finish the proof, it is enough to note that if o is very inseparable, then there exists
(o, x) € G, for which Case 1 holds, so the image of ¢ contains a Cantor set. Indeed, by Lemma 4.4
there exists an integer @y such that s, < 0. It is then easy to see that Case 1 holds for this choice of @y
and x =0. (I

Example 9.6. If o is the (very inseparable) Frobenius (relative to F,) on an abelian variety A/F, of
dimension g, then A = g8 and we find that Zegx Py ~ g8X+D /(X (g8 — 1)), where P, is the number of
closed points of A with residue field F ..

Our warm up example from the introduction illustrates what happens in the not very inseparable case.

Tame prime orbit counting. Now consider the analogous question in the tame case.

Definition 9.7. The tame prime orbit counting function is 7 (X) := ) Py.
<X
pit

Remark 9.8. The tame zeta function {J(z) is not exactly equal to the formal Euler product over orbits of
length coprime to p, but rather (notice the difference with (26)):

1 N~
1_[ 1 _ ZE(O) = l_[ A {:(Zp )
p1e(0) i>0

We find only finitely many possible kinds of limiting behavior, governed by the values of the periodic
sequence (r,) (the warm up example from the introduction illustrates this).

Theorem 9.9. Forany k € {0, ..., pw — 1} the limit

I X (X) _ (38)
Xodeo | AX Pk
X=k mod pw

exists (so there is convergence along sequences of values of X that converge in the “tame detector group”
G! :=71/pw) and is given by

1 AR
=— , 39
PE= Z - (39)
1<n<pw
pin
where (x) denotes the representative for x mod pw in{l, ..., pw}.

Proof. By Proposition 9.2 we have

X)= (A—Z+0<A@‘3>>
o o ng ‘

(<X, ptt
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The error terms in this formula form a geometric progression and hence are O (A®X). Multiplying by
X and applying Lemma 9.3, we get

i (X) 1 01 2
= —— A —4+0(1/X7).
2 > ko)
(<X, ptt
We split the sum by values of r,, as follows:
X (X) N APT |_ J+pw+n X
li p _ . AtSPE ) .
Jim = im (> z )=vim (X )
1<n<pw 1<npow
pin pin

The limit does not converge in general, but if we put X =Y pw + k for fixed k and ¥ — +o00, we find
the indicated result, since pw L%J +pw+n—k=(n-—k). (Il

We refer to the example in the introduction for some explicit computations and graphs.

Analogue of Mertens’ theorem. The PNT is equivalent to the statement that the reciprocals of the primes
up to X sum, up to a constant, to loglog X 4+ o0(1/log X). Mertens’ second theorem is the same statement
but with the weaker error term O (1/log X). It turns out that the analogue of this last theorem in our
setting does hold, and very inseparable and not very inseparable endomorphisms behave in the same way.

Proposition 9.10. For some ¢ € Q and ¢’ € Rwe have ), P/A* =clogX +c' + O(1/X).

Proof. From Proposition 9.2 we find

1
(O-1)¢
2 P/ Z(mw;@ To® ))‘

<X

The error terms in this formula sum to ¢” + O (A©~DX) for some ¢” € R and the main terms sum to

21
Z r_B—s, ](X)
j=1"7

where for integers s > 0, @ > 0, and j, we set

By j(X):= > T”

n<X
n=j mod @

The proposition follows from

Bs,j(X):cs’jlogX—i-c;’j—i-O(l/X), (40)
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for constants ¢, ; € Q and ; € R. The case s = 0 is well-known and we will thus limit ourselves to the

case s > (. To prove (40), we first consider the related sum

A= > Inl}

and we claim that
Ag j(X)=¢;j X+ 0(1) witheg;j€Q. 41)

Then Abel summation gives

As i (X s,
B 00 = L0 )+/1 s i,

so (40) follows, setting c;’j =5+ floo (Ag,j (1) —cy,j1) dt/t*> € R. To prove (41), observe that the
arithmetic sequence j + @ N might or might not contain terms divisible by arbitrarily high power of p
depending on whether |j|, < |@ |, or | j|, > |@|,. In the latter case the sequence |n|, forn = j (mod @)
is constant, and the asymptotic formula for A ; is clear. In the former case we write k for the power of p
dividing w . In the formula defining Ay ;, we isolate terms with a given value of |n|,. For each integer

> k the number of terms n = j (mod &) withn < X and |n|, =p~9is p — 1/(pq_k+1w)X + 0(1),
the implicit constant being independent of g. We thus get the asymptotic formula

—1
SJ—ZP ( q—k+1 X—i-O(l)):CS’jX—{-O(l),
q>k p
with ¢5 j = (p = Dp* 0 /(P! = D). O

Error terms in the PNT. We now briefly discuss how to identify good main terms and error terms in the
asymptotics for the number of prime orbits. From Proposition 9.2, it is immediate that

75 (X) = M(X) + O(A®%)

with “main term”
¢

lrell|y

Aaxy=§:

<X

depending only on the data (p, A, @, (r,), (s,)) and the power saving in the error term is dictated by the
zeros of the degree zeta function D,,.

Finding ® geometrically: Finding ® can sometimes be approached geometrically, as follows. Recall
that £; are roots of the characteristic polynomial of o acting on H! and all A; are products of such roots
(corresponding to the characteristic polynomial of o acting on H = A’H! for various i). Suppose that

&1 =a (42)



Dynamics on abelian varieties in positive characteristic 2227

for all i and a fixed integer a. Then A = a® and ® =1 —1/(2g), so we get an error term of the
form O(a®~'/?). By [Mumford 2008, Chapter 4, Application 2], condition (42) happens if for some
polarization on A with Rosati involution ’, we have 0o’ = a in End(A). In Weil’s proof of the analogue
of the Riemann hypothesis for abelian varieties A/F,, it is shown that this holds for o the g-Frobenius
with a = ¢8.

Another expression for the main term: One may express the main term M (X) as follows. For k €
{0, ..., w — 1}, define

FA, X)) = > At (43)

<X
{=k mod w

then

o—1
M(X)zZr,:1<Fk(A,X)+Zp“k“>"(1—p—”) > Fk(APED) (44)

k=0 i>1 0<k' <
p'k'=k mod @

We collect the information in the following proposition.
Proposition 9.11. With M(X) the function defined in (44) using (43), depending only on the data
(p, A, @, (rn), (sp)) (i.e., the growth rate A and the inseparability degree pattern), we have for integer
values of X,

7o (X) = M(X) + 0(A®%)

where
® = {Re(s) : s is a zero of D, (A™)}. O

A worked example is in the introduction.

The tame case: In the tame setting, one similarly finds 7} (X)=M*(X) + 0 (A®X) with

w—1 X
M*(X)ZZV,:I(Fk(A,X)—% Z Fk,<AP, L;J)>

k=0 <k’ <w
pk’=k mod @

Remark 9.12. Due to its exponential growth as a function of a real variable X, it is not possible to
approximate M (| X |) by a continuous function with error O (AY¥) for any ¥ < 1. Note that F; (A, X)
can be evaluated using the Lerch transcendent.

Appendix: Adelic perturbation of power series
by Robert Royals and Thomas Ward

The result in this appendix comes from the thesis of Royals [2015], the first author, and arose there
in connection with the following question about “adelic perturbation” of linear recurrence sequences.
Write |m|s = [[,cglmle for m € Q and S a set of primes, and for an integer sequence a = (a,) define a
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function f, s by fu.s(z) = Zf’il lan|sanz". If a is an integer linear recurrence sequence, does f, s satisfy
a Poélya—Carlson dichotomy? That is, does f, s admit a natural boundary whenever it does not define a
rational function? This remains open, but for certain classes of linear recurrence and for |S| < oo, the
following theorem is the key step in the argument.

Theorem A.1. Let a = (a,) be an integer sequence with the property that for every prime £ there exist
constants ng in 2, (Cg,,-)?igl in Q", and (eg,i)?ial in 2% such that |a, |, = cexlnl," if n =k mod n,.
Let S be a finite set of primes and write f(z) = Zn> lan|sz". If the sequence (|ay|s) takes infinitely many

values, then f admits the unit circle as a natural boundary. Otherwise, f is a rational function.

The method of proof is reminiscent of Mahler’s, in which functional equations allow one to conclude
that certain functions have singularities along a dense set of roots of unity (compare [Bell et al. 2013]).

For the proof, it is necessary to consider a slightly more general setup. Assume that S is a finite set
of primes and for each £ € S there is an associated positive integer e;, write e for the collection (e;)¢cs,
and write Fs ,(2) = )_,5ln —rls.cz" for some r € Q, where |ns, = [Teslnly’- Notice that there is
always a bound of the shape

A
L & n—rle < max{1, Irle),
n

for constants A, B > 0, so the radius of convergence of Fs., is 1. If |r|; > 1 for some £ € § then
|[n —r|¢ = |r|e for all n € N, and so

Fser@=1r1{" Y In=rls— 0.2 = rl{ Fs—0).e.r(2)
n=>0

wherever these series are defined. Thus as far as the question of a natural boundary is concerned, we may
safely assume that |r|, < 1 for all £ € S.
Now let £ € S be fixed. Since |r|, < 1, we can write

r=ro+ril+rl’4- ..

with r; € {0, 1,...,£— 1} for all i > 0. For r € Q let the positive integer ro 4+ r1€ + - - - +ro_1£¢7 ! be
written as r mod £°. In particular, » mod £¢ is the smallest nonnegative integer with

|[r — (r mod £%)], < £7°.

Ifn=p{--- pjj for distinct primes p;, then write » mod n for the smallest nonnegative integer satisfying

—e;
i

|r — (r modn)|,, <p

fori =1,..., j (which exists by the Chinese remainder theorem).
Next we will obtain some functional equations for Fs , .. For m > 0, we write t,, = (r —(r mod £))/¢"™.
Note that |7,,|, < 1 for all p € S and m > 0. We claim that for any m > 1 we have the equality

Fsety (2) = Fs_(t).ep 1 (2) + 72" Fs o (25 — 2 Fs_{}.0., (2. (45)
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Indeed, we compare directly the coefficients of z” on both sides of this equation. The coefficient on the
left is |n — t,,_1]s.e. The coefficient on the right is |n — f,—1|s—(¢}.c if £1(n — t,,—1) and

n—ry—1

14

n—rm—1

14

|n_tm—l|S—{£},e+£_e{ —im —Im

S,e S—{t},e

otherwise. Since (n —r,,—1)/€ —ty, = (n — t,,—1) /€ and |€]|s_(¢),. = 1, after an easy manipulation we see
that both these coefficients are equal and hence we get (45).
Combining formule(45) form =1, ..., s, we obtain the equality:

s—1
1 k k
Fser(@) = Fs(per(@) = (€ =1) ) oo ™ Fy )04, ")
k=1

_ g—(s—l)ezzr mod ¢* FS—{Z},e,t_v (Z(S) el mod ¢* FS,e,t_v (sz)- (46)

Since we have |f;], < 1 forall p € S and s > 0, the coefficients in the power series Fs_¢) ¢, (z%) and
Fs o, (z") are bounded by 1, and hence for |z] < 1 we can bound the two latter terms in (46) by

|_£—(s—l)ezzr mod £° FS—{Z},e,tS (ng) 4 osey” mod £° FS,e,tS (ZKS)| < (e—(s—l)ee + 075 Z|Z|n£5.
n=0
Thus by passing in (46) with s to infinity, we obtain:
1 k k
Fser(2) = Fs—(t)er (@) = (€% =1) ) oo ™ Py 1).04, 7). (47)
k=1

Lemma A.2. Let S be a finite set of primes, e = {e; | £ € S} the associated exponents, and n > 1 an
integer divisible by some prime q & S. Then there is a constant ¢, ,,s > 0 such that for any primitive n-th
root of unity . and for all A € [0, 1) we have |Fs ., (A)| < cp.e.s-

The constant ¢, . s does not depend on r under the assumption that |r|, < 1 for all £ € S.

Proof. We proceed by induction on the cardinality of S. For § = & we have

1
Fser(@) =) Im—rloe" = —,

m=0 <

and the existence of the claimed constant is clear. Now suppose that | S| > 1, let p € § and write

1 d k k
Fs.e.r(2) = Fs—ip).en @) = (p7 = 1) ; s " Fsmtpren -

So,

1 k k
|Fs.er @1 < I Fs—pher @I+ (07 = 1) D |2 ™V Fs_p), e (7))

k
k>1 p

<pr-DY =
k}Op

1

k
e |FS—{p},e,tk (Zp )|
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for |z| < 1. If z=Ap for some X € [0, 1) and p is a primitive n-th root of unity with g | n, then z”k =\
where 1" € [0, 1) and w/ is a primitive n’-th root of unity with ¢ | n’, and n’ is one of finitely many possible
values. Thus by the inductive hypothesis there is a constant ¢ with [Fs_(,) .1, (z”k)| < ¢ for all k, and
hence |Fs.,(2)] < (p¢? — 1)cp® /(p®» — 1). Taking this as ¢, ., s gives the lemma. O

Lemma A.3. Let S be a finite set of primes and let r € Q be such that |r|, < 1 for all p € S. Suppose
that n > 1 is an integer divisible only by primes in S, and that p is a primitive n-th root of unity. Writing

n =plf1 ---pfj where py, ..., pj are distinct primes in S and f; > 1 foralli =1, ..., j, we have

|Fs,e,r (Apt)| = 00
as A — 17. More precisely,
Re((—1)/ =" ™4 Fy ., (A1) — 00
as A — 17 and there exists a constant 01/1, .S (which does not depend on r and )\) such that

Im((—D) =™ Fg Ol <), and Re((—D/p~ ™4 Fg, () > —c,

n,e,S*

Proof. We again write z = A and define the function ¢g . , , (1) by the formula

@S.erpnA) = (=1~ CmdM Ee (),

where j is the number of prime factors of n.

We proceed by induction on the number of distinct prime factors in n starting with n = 1. In this case
¢s.eru(X) = Zm>0|m —r|s.eA™ for each m, A — 17 as A — 17, and |m —r|s . = 1 infinitely often.
This shows that the real part tends to infinity as A — 1~ and is bounded from below by 0. The imaginary
part is bounded as Fs, (A) is real for all A € [0, 1).

Now let pi,..., p; € § be distinct, and let n = {:1 pifi with f; > 1 for all i. Let p = p; and
use the variables rg, 1, ... to indicate the p-adic coefficients of r and ¢y, 1, . .. to indicate the values
tx = (r —r mod pX)/p* for all k. Assume first that f; = 1. We will apply the functional equation (47). For
all k > 1, /u”k is a primitive (n/ p)-th root of unity and the formula f; = (r —r mod p*)/p* implies that

r mod n =r mod pk + pk(tk mod (n/p)) (mod n).

Thus (47) after some manipulation gives

0 )7 mod Pk

k
‘pS,e,r,u()‘) = §0S—{p},e,r,u(k) + (pep -1 ; stf{P}:fvfk,ﬂpk A7),

The leading term in this expression is bounded by Lemma A.2, and the inductive hypothesis applied to

the terms ¢ i k ()J’k) shows that their real part tends to 400 as A — 17 and is bounded away from

}er,uP

—oo independently of r and A. Since these terms appear within the geometric progression Y -, pken,
we obtain that

(pS,e,r,u()\) — 0
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as . — 17 and the same argument proves the latter claim. This proves the inductive step for the case f; = 1.

We will use this as the base case for a second inductive proof for f; > 1. The argument in this case is
similar except that we will use the functional equation (45) instead of (47). As before, ©” is a primitive
(n/ p)-th root of unity and

r modn =r mod p + p(t; mod (n/p)) (mod n).
Thus (45) after some manipulation gives

‘pS,e,r,uO‘) = ¢S—{p},e,r,u()\) + p—e,,kr mod p(pS,e,tl,ul’ ()‘p) -\ mod p(pS—{p},e,tl,;u’ ()\p)-

The first and the third terms in this expression are bounded by Lemma A.2, and hence the claim follows im-
mediately from the inductive hypothesis applied to the term ¢s . 1, ,.» (A?). This concludes the induction. [J

Proof of Theorem A.1. If ¢y = 0 for some £ € S and k& we will automatically take e, ; = O as the power
of |n|, plays no role. Another case we wish to avoid is if for some ¢ and k € {0, 1, ..., n, — 1}, the
value |n|, is constant for all n =k mod ny. Writing v, for the ¢-adic order, this happens exactly when
ve(ne) > ve(k), and in this case |n|, = |k|¢. If this is the case and ey x # 0, then we will set ey x =0 and

substitute Cg,k|k|z“‘ for co . Let N =lcm{n, | p € S§}. Foreach j € {0, 1, ..., N — 1} consider the value
of |a,|s when n = j mod N. For each p,n = j mod N and thus n = j modn, asn,|N. Letk, ; be
the unique element of {0, 1,...,n, — 1} such that k, ; = j modn,. So
epk -
lanls = [ [lanlp = [ [ cpuy,Inlp ™"
peS peS

asn=j=k,; modn, forall p € §S. If for any nonzero n with n = j mod N we have |a,|s =0, or
equivalently a, =0, we define S; = @ and d; = 0. If this is the case, then it follows that for this value n

epky i
0= ]‘[cp,kp,j|n|p P
pesS

and |n|j,p'k”"’ # 0 implies that ¢, x, ; = 0 for some p € S. This in turn implies that |a,,|s = 0 and hence
a, =0 for any m = j mod N. If, on the other hand, for some n = j mod N we have |a,|s 7% O then for
all m = j mod N we have |a;,|s # 0 and hence cj x, ; # 0 for all p € S. If for a prime p € § we have
v,(N) > v,(j), then for all n = j mod N we have |n|, = |j|,. We will split § into the disjoint union
§;u S’ uSy, where

Si={peS|vy(N)<vp(j)ande,y,; #0},

S} ={peS|v,(N)>v,(j)and ey, # 0},

ST={peS|v,(N)>v,(j)and ey, =0}
Thus for all n = j mod N we have

. epk,
lanls = HCp,k,,.,- : 1_[ Lilp " Il e

pGS pES}
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where e/) denotes the collection of exponents {e, x; | p € S;}. Set

di =[] epnr, - [T1015"

peS peS/

and |a,|s = dj|n|5j’€<_,-> for alln = j mod N.

Assume that the sequence (|a,|s) takes infinitely many values. This implies that there exists some j
for which §; is nonempty. By our assumption, for such j we have d; # 0. Consider the family of sets
{S; 10 < j < N}, partially ordered by inclusion. Since it is finite and the S; are not all empty, there is a
nonempty maximal element §;,. Write

f@)= Z|an|sz —Z > lanls?" —ij(z)

Jj=0 n=j (N)
where

fi@= " lanlsz"

n=j (N)
Y dilnls, o2
n=j (N)
[e¢]
. kN+j
=) _djlkN + jls, n2N T
k=0

o
=djIN|s,.e0 D _lk+j/Nls; g™
k=0

= dj|N|Sj,e(.f)ngj(ZN)

with g;(z) = FSﬁe(j)’_j/N(Z). Thus f = hy + hy, where h is the sum of the f; with §; = §;; and h; is
the sum of the f; with S; # S;,. Letn =[] 4€S;, g’ be an integer divisible by every prime in S o and by
no other primes such that for each g € S, we have f;, > v,(N) and let 1 be a primitive n-th root of unity.
If j with0< j < N has §; # S then f;(Apn) = dj|N|sj,e(i> (Au)jgj(ANuN) is bounded as A — 1~ by
Lemma A.2 as 1"V is an n/N-th root of unity and n/N is divisible by every prime in S » and hence by
some prime not in §; by maximality of S;,. Thus |2 (Au)| is bounded as A — 17. Suppose instead that
S;=Sj,. By Lemma A.3 we have that

Re((—1)" (u)= /N medniN g, (zV)) — oo
as A — 1~ where m = |S)|. Equivalently,

Re((—=1)"pl mdm g, (zNy) — oo,
and thus
Re((—1)"z/g;(z")) — o0
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as A — 17. As the real part of every term in /1 (z) goes to oo, this means that

Re((=1)" f(An)) — o0

as A — 1~. Since this is true for any p that is a (qusjo gq/1)-th root of unity with each f; > v, (N),
these singularities form a dense set on the unit circle. It follows that f admits a natural boundary on the
unit circle.

For the second part of the theorem, assume that the sequence (|a,|s) takes only finitely many values.
Then (|a,|s) is periodic modulo N, and thus

N N 00 N 2
N
J@=2 2 lajlss" =) lajls ) 2" =) lajls T~y
j=1 m=0 j=1 .

j=1n=j ()

completing the proof. (]
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