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STRETCHING NEWTON POLYGONS USING PURE
POLYNOMIALS

RYLAN GAJEK-LEONARD AND URI TOMER

ABSTRACT. Fix a prime p and polynomials f,g € Qp[z]. If the Newton poly-
gon of g consists of a single segment with negative slope, we show under some
mild conditions that the Newton polygon of f o g is identical to that of f, but
stretched horizontally by a factor of degg. Specializing to the case f = g,
this implies that all iterates of certain pure polynomials are irreducible, recov-
ering a classical result of Odoni on the dynamical irreducibility of Eisenstein
polynomials. We also prove that the Taylor polynomials of the exponential
function (a well-known family of irreducible polynomials) remain irreducible
upon composition with all iterates of certain pure polynomials of large enough
degree.

1. INTRODUCTION

Fix a prime p and a polynomial f € Q[z] with f(0) # 0. The p-adic Newton
polygon of f encodes information about the factorization of f over Q, and the
valuation of its roots over @p. This local data can often be pieced together at several
primes to make global conclusions about the irreducibility and Galois properties of
f over Q (see [Col87], e.g.), making the Newton polygon a useful tool for studying
arithmetic properties of f.

In this article, we consider the behavior of the Newton polygon under composi-
tion. Specifically, what can be said about the Newton polygon of f o g as g varies?
Can one describe families of polynomials S that preserve, in some sense, the key
features (segments and slopes) of the Newton polygon of f under composition?
The case S = {f} lies at the heart of arithmetic dynamics, whose central focus
is understanding the behavior of f upon iteration. When f is p"-pure (i.e., its
Newton polygon has a single segment of slope dC_gT 7 < 0) and S consists of p"-pure
polynomials, it is known (see [DS23, Theorem 3.10] and [Ali05]) that the Newton
polygon of f o g is also p"-pure. Thus, the overall shape of a pure Newton polygon
is preserved under composition by pure polynomials of the same slope.

Our main result shows that a similar phenomenon holds when the Newton poly-
gon of f has multiple segments. Namely, as long as the slopes of the Newton
polygon of f are not too steep, composition with a p”-pure polynomial g has the
interesting effect of ‘stretching’ the Newton polygon of f horizontally by a factor of
deg g, thereby preserving the number of segments and transforming the slopes in a
predictable way.
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Theorem 1.1. Suppose that the p-adic Newton polygon of f consists of N segments
with slopes s1 < -+ < sn. If g is p"-pure and |s;| < r for all 1 < i < N then the

Newton polygon of f og has N segments of slopes === < -+ < digg.

degg

NP,(fog)

Figure 1. Newton polygons of f and f o g as in Theorem 1.1, where
d = deg g and i; denote the z-coordinates of the vertices of NP, (f).

Remark 1.2. Note that for any fixed f, one can always choose g so that the
assumptions of Theorem 1.1 are satisfied.

Recall the Eisenstein-Dumas criterion [Eis50, Dum06] (see [Gao01] for a modern
statement), which says that if f is pure of slope —#gf and ged(r, deg f) = 1, then
f is irreducible over Q. (When r = 1, this recovers the well-known Eisenstein
irreducibility criterion.) Polynomials satisfying this criterion are called p”-Dumas
polynomials, or p-Eisenstein polynomials when » = 1. The family of p"-Dumas
polynomials arise naturally in the theory of local fields; for example, they can be
used to generate ramified (totally, in the Eisenstein case) extensions. An immediate
consequence of Theorem 1.1 is the following corollary, which says that p”-Dumas
polynomials are dynamically irreducible (or stable), meaning that all their iterates
are also irreducible. (Note that this recovers the classical result of Odoni [Odo87,
Lemma 1.3] asserting the dynamical irreducibility of Eisenstein polynomials.)

Corollary 1.3. If f is p"-Dumas then [ is dynamically irreducible.

Proof. By Theorem 1.1, the Newton polygon of f o f has a single segment of slope
—r/(deg f)?, and is therefore irreducible by the Eisenstein-Dumas criterion. The
result now follows from induction. O

Remark 1.4. Corollary 1.3 was first proved in [DS23, Corollary 4.1] using different
methods.

As another application, we show in Corollary 4.2 how one can use Theorem 1.1
to prove that the sequence
2 n

x x
falz) =1+a+ 5+ +—

of Taylor polynomials of the exponential function (all of which are irreducible by
[Sch30, Col87]) are also irreducible upon composition with iterates of certain p"-
Dumas polynomials. More precisely, we show that if g (of large enough degree) is
p"-Dumas at all primes p dividing n, then f, o g°™ is irreducible for all m > 0.

1.1. Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank John Cullinan and
Jeffrey Hatley for several helpful comments.



1.2. Notation. We write f* = f--- f for the product of f with itself n times, and
fe" = fo---o f for the nth iterate of f.

2. NEWTON POLYGONS OF PRODUCTS AND SUMS

Fix a prime p and a polynomial f = Y7  a;z" € Qp[z]. The p-adic Newton
polygon of f, denoted NP, (f), is the lower convex hull in R? of the points (i, ord, a;),
0 < ¢ < n, where ord, denotes the p-adic valuation. Thus, the Newton polygon is a
subset of R? bounded below by a sequence of line segments of increasing slopes and
on either side by vertical lines. (The Newton polygon of a monomial az® is therefore
a vertical ray extending from the point (¢,ord, a).) By the length of a segment of
the Newton polygon, we mean the length of the segment upon projection to the
zr-axis. We say that f is pure at p if its Newton polygon has exactly one segment.
Following [Jak20,DS23|, we say that f is p"-pure for an integer r > 1 if f is pure,
ordp(ap) = r, and ordy(a,) = 0.

Remark 2.1. Note the distinction between a polynomial that is pure at p (one

segment, arbitrary slope) and p"=!-pure (one segment, slope de;ee).

Example 2.2. The Newton polygon of p + 22 + p3x% has vertices at (0,1), (2,0),
and (6,3). It therefore has two segments of lengths 2 and 4 with slopes —% and %,
respectively.

We have the following fundamental property of Newton polygons.

Theorem 2.3.
(1) If NP,(f) consists of N segments of lengths £1,...,{n then there exist
i, fn € Qplx] with deg(f;) = £; such that f = Hﬁl fi
(2) If NP,(f) has a segment of length £ and slope s then f has exactly £ roots
(in Qp) of valuation —s.

Proof. See [Neu99, Proposition I1.6.3]. O

An immediate consequence of this theorem is that the Newton polygon of the
product of two polynomials can be obtained by concatenating the segments of
their respective Newton polygons in order of increasing slope. In the case of pure
polynomials, this yields the following lemma.

Lemma 2.4. Suppose fi,..., fn € Qplx] are pure of slopes s1 < sg < -+ < sp.
Then the Newton polygon of f =[], fi consists of n (not necessarily distinct)
segments of slopes s1,82,...,Sn.

Example 2.5. The Newton polygon of (2% —p)(z3—p)(x*—p) consists of 3 segments

of slopes —1/2, —1/3, and —1/4. The Newton polygon of (2% — p)? consists of one
segment of slope —1/2.

Corollary 2.6. If f is p"-pure then f™ is pure of slope % for allm > 1.
Proof. This follows from Lemma 2.4. O

We now show that the Newton polygon of a sum of polynomials is bounded
below by the lower convex hull of the union of the constituent Newton polygons.
In what follows, we write LCH(X) for the lower convex hull of a subset X of RZ.
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Lemma 2.7. Let fi,..., fn € Qplz]. Then

NP, (zj;f) C LCH <gNPp(fi)).

Proof. Tt suffices to prove the case n = 2, the rest follows by induction. Let d be
the maximum of the degrees of f; and fo write f; = Zle a;x' and fo = Z'Z:l bzt
Then Lemma 2.9 below implies

NP, (f1 + f2) = LCH{ (i, ordy(a; + b;)) | 0 <i < N}
C LCH{ (¢, min(ordy a;,ord, b;)) | 0 < i < N}
C LCH (NP, (f1) UNP,(f2)).

Example 2.8. Let f(x) = 3+ 22 4+ 923 and g(r) = 9 + o + 32°. In this case,

NPy (f + g) = LCH (NPs(f) U NP3<g>),

as seen in the following diagram, where the thin, dashed, and bold lines indicate
NP;5(f), NP3(g), and the lower convex hull of their union, respectively.

Lemma 2.9. Let 21,...,Zn,Y1,...,Yn € RU{o0}, z; = min(z;,y;), and suppose
X=A@Gz)|1<i<n}, Y ={(i,u5) |1 <i<n}, and Z ={(4,2;) | 1 <i < n}.
(1) If x; > y; then LCH(X) C LCH(Y).
(2) LCH(Z) C LCH(X UY).

Proof. (1). By assumption, we have (i,z;) € LCH(Y) for all i. Convexity now
implies that the line connecting any two points in X is also contained in LCH(Y).
In particular, the edges of LCH(X) are contained in LCH(Y") and the result follows.
(2). Clearly (i,2;) € X UY, hence (4,%) € LCH(X UY) for all i. The result now
follows from the same argument as (1). O

3. MAIN RESULT

Fix a polynomial f = >""" ja;x; € Qp[z] with f(0) # 0. We begin by showing
that pure Newton polygons with moderate slope are preserved under composition
with p"-pure polynomials.

Proposition 3.1. If f is pure of slope s with |s| < r and g € Zy[x] is p"-pure, then

f o g is pure of slope defgg'

Remark 3.2. Note that Proposition 3.1 implies that if f and g are both p"-pure
then f o g is also p"-pure. This result therefore recovers [DS23, Theorem 3.10],
however the proof presented here is different.
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Proof. Since multiplication by nonzero constants only shifts the Newton polygon
vertically, we may assume that f is monic. Write

Flg(x)) = co + cra + -+ + cana™,
where d = degg and n = deg f. Let m = ord, ag, so that s = 2 (possibly not in
lowest terms). By assumption, the Newton polygon of f consists of a single edge
of slope s connecting the two vertices (0, m) and (n,0), i.e., we have that:
(Vf) ord, ap = m and ord, a, =0,
(Ef) ordp(a;) >m —siforall 1 <i<n.
We must prove that NP, (f og) consists of one edge of slope s/d connecting the two
vertices (0, m) and (dn,0), i.e., we need to show that:
(Vfog) ordy(co) =m and ord,(can) =0,
(Ef og) ordy(c;) >m — Jifor all 1 <i < dn.
Let b; € Z,, denote the coefficients of g. To show (Vf o g), note that (Ef) and
|s| < r imply
B> . ) . > . oo
ord, Z a;by > 12‘1%171 (ordp a; + zr) > min (m +i(r s)) >m,

‘ 1<i<n
i=1

therefore

ordp(co) = ord, <Z aibf)) = min (ordp ag,ord, Z aib6> =m.

i=0 i=1
It is clear that ord,(can) = ord,(anb}) = ordy(a,) + nordy,(ba) = 0.
It remains to prove (E fog), for which it suffices to show that the points (i, ord, ¢;)
lie on or above the line connecting (0, m) and (nd, 0), i.e., that

(i,0rd, ¢;) € LCH{(0,m), (nd,0)}.
First, note that (Ef) implies ord,(a;g(0)") = ord,a; + ir > m +i(r — s) so the
leftmost vertex of NP, (a;g") lies on or above the point (0,m + i(r — s)). But
Corollary 2.6 implies that the Newton polygon of each a;g* is pure of slope -5
hence the lower edge of NP, (a;g') lies entirely on or above the line segment L;
through the points (0,m +i(r — s)) and (id, m — is). Thus
(1) NP, (aig') € LCH(L;)

for all 0 < i < n. (Note that Lo is simply the point (0,m).) It now follows from
Lemma 2.7 (see also Figure 2) that

(i,0rd, ¢;) € NP,(fog) = NP, (Z aigi) C LCH ( U LCH(LZ-)) = LCH{(0,m), (nd,0)}.
=0 =0
0

Remark 3.3. Both the p-integrality and negative slope of p"-pure polynomials are
necessary for Proposition 3.1 to hold. For example, one can easily check that the
conclusion of the proposition fails if:

o f(x)=g(z) =2+

o f(z) =p+2a?and g(z) =1+ pa?.
Note that in both these examples, g is pure but not p"=!-pure.
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nr

m+4(r — s)
m+3(r —s)
m+ 2(r —s)

m+7r—s

Figure 2. In bold are the lines L;, which serve as lower bounds (in the
sense of (1)) for the Newton polygons of a;¢g*. The dashed line is the
lower convex hull of all L;, which is exactly the Newton polygon of fog.

Before proving our main result, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.4. Fiz distinct points P; = (z;,y;) € R2,0< i< N. Let s; be the slope
of the line P;_1 P;, and let s be the slope of the line PyPy. If |s;| <r and x; > x;—1
for all1 <i < N then |s| <r.

Proof. Since |s;| = |(y; — yi—1)/(xi — x4-1)| < r and z; — x;—1 is positive we have
Y1 —yo < r(z1 — x0)
Y2 —y1 < r(z2 —71)

YN —yn—1 < r(zy —xTN_1).
Adding up these inequalities yields yn — yo < r(zn — o), hence the result. O
We now prove our main theorem.

Theorem 3.5. Suppose that the Newton polygon of f consists of N segments with
slopes 81 < -+- < sn. If g is p"-pure and |s;| < r for all 1 < i < N then the Newton
polygon of fog has N segments of slopes % < --- < 2L where d = degg.
Proof. We induct on the number of segments. The case N = 1 is exactly Proposi-
tion 3.1, so assume the result holds for polynomials whose Newton polygons have
N > 1 segments and suppose that the Newton polygon of f has N + 1 segments.
As in Proposition 3.1, we may assume that f is monic. Let (i;,m;), 0 < j < N+1,
denote the vertices of NP, (f). Thus, mo = ord, f(0), in41 = n, and
VLR
’Lj — Zj,1
By assumption, we know that:
(Vf) ordpa;; = mj for all 0 < j < N +1,
(Ef) OI‘dp a; Z mj; — SJ(’L — ZJ) for all ’L'j,1 S 7 S ij and all 1 Sj S N + 1.



Letting ¢; € Q, denote the coefficients of f o g, we must prove the following:
(Vfog) ordyca;; =mjforall0 < j <N+ 1.
(Efog) ordpc; >mj — 2(i —ij) for all dij_y <i < dij andall1 < j < N+ 1.
Note that (Ef) and (Ef o g) are, respectively, equivalent to:
(Ef) (i,ordpa;) € LCH{(ij,m;) |0<j<N-+1}forall 0<i<n,
(Efog)" (i,ordy,c;) € LCH{(dij,m;) |0 <j <N 41} for all 0 < i < dn.
Defining

Sy iN—I—ZiNOlaZx ifp>2
fi(x) = IN i in—1 e
+>.8, ax if p=2,

I
Sy 43 et ifp=2,

f3($) = az%xiN7

we can write

f _ fl + f2 lfp > 25
fitf+fs ifp=2
By definition, we have that:

e NP, (f1) is precisely the first N segments of the Newton polygon of f, and
e NP, (f2) is precisely the last segment of Newton polygon of f.

By our inductive hypothesis, we know that the Newton polygon of f; o g has N
segments of slopes s;/d, i.e.,

(2) NP, (f1 o g) = LCH{(dio, mo), ..., (din,mn)}.
(See Figure 3.)

Define f4(z) = ILNfQ(:zr) and note that the Newton polygon of f is pure of slope
sn+1. It follows from Proposition 3.1 that NP,(f3 o g) is pure of slope 5 with
vertices at (0,my) and (d(n —inN), 0). Since g is p"-pure, Corollary 2.6 implies g*~
is pure of slope —r/d, and it therefore follows from Lemma 2.4 that the Newton
polygon of fa(g(x)) = g(z)™ f5(g(x)) has two segments of slopes (in increasing
order) —r/d and sy41/d. In particular,

(3) NP, (f2 0 g) = LCH{(0, mn + 7in), (din, mn), (dn,0)}.

(See Figure 3.)
From Lemma 3.4, we have that |(my — mo)/(ixy — ig)] < 7, and in particular

(4) mo < my +riy.
If p > 2, it now follows from Lemma 2.7 (see also Figure 3) that
(i,ord,c;) € NP,(fog)
=NPy(fiog+ facyg)

C LCH (NPp(f1 0g)UNP,(f20 g)>

= LCH{(0,my), (di1,m1) ..., (din,mn), (dn,0)},

where the last equality is due to (2), (3), and (4). If p = 2, then NP,(fog) =
NP,(fiog+ faog+ fzog), and using the fact that the Newton polygon of f3 o
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g = (“TNgiN is pure of slope —r/d and with rightmost vertex (iy,my), the same
argument holds. This establishes (Ef o g)’.

dil d’iz"'diN71 diN diN+1 =0

Figure 3. Newton polygons of fi o g (bold) and f2 o g (dashed). The
lower convex hull of the union of these Newton polygons is precisely the
the Newton polygon of f o g.

We now prove (Vf og). Using the same argument as in Proposition 3.1, it is
clear that ord, cgiy,, = ordycan =0 = my11. Now fix 0 < j < N —1 and let oy
and f; denote the coefficients of f1 0 g and f; o g, respectively. Assuming p > 2, we
have ¢; = a; + B;. By the shape of the Newton polygons of f; o g and f2 0 g (see
(2) and (3), or Figure 3) we know that ord, a;; = m; and ord, f4;; > m;. Thus,
ordy, cq;; = min(ord, ag;;,ordy B4i;) = mj;. (When p = 2, write ¢; as the sum of the
coeflicients of f1 0g, foog, and f3 0 g and use the shape of the Newton polygon of
f3 0 g as described in the previous paragraph.)

It remains to show that (Vfog) holds at j = N. Let 7; be the dinyth coefficient
of g*. Since fog=> 1" a;g", we have

n
Cdin = E ai%i-
i=0

Note that deg g* = di implies «; = 0 for all 0 < i < iy, and also that v;, = bZIN.
Thus,

n
Cdiny = aiNbdN + a;%Yi.
i=in+1

Since ord,(a;yb’Y) = my, it now suffices to prove that the valuation of the sum
Z?:iNH a;y; is strictly larger than my. As g* is pure of slope —r/d, the valuation
of its coefficients lie on or above the line y = ir — %, therefore ord,vy; > ir —
diniVT = ir — i¢y7. Furthermore, we know from the Newton polygon of f that the
valuation of a; for ¢ > iy lies on or above the line y = syi1(z — n), therefore

ordp a; > sny41(i—n). Putting this together and using the fact that |sy1]| < r and



SN+1 = —mn/(n—iy), we have

n
ord, E a;vi | > min  (syy1(i —n)+ir —iyr)
.~ in+1<i<n
i=in+1
=myN + SNy1+7T

> mpy.

O

Remark 3.6. The assumption on the steepness of the slopes of f is necessary
for Theorem 3.5. For example, the conclusion of the theorem is false for f(z) =
p? + o + p?x? (two segments of slopes —2 and 2) and the Eisenstein polynomial
g(z) =p+a?.

Corollary 3.7. There are infinitely many irreducible polynomials g € Zy,[z] such
that the following hold:
(1) The Newton polygon of fog has the same number of segments as the Newton

polygon of f. -
(2) For any e >0, all roots (in Qp) of f o g have valuation < e.

Proof. Let si1,...,sn be the slopes of the segments of the Newton polygon of f.
Let € > 0 and choose any pair of integers r and d such that ged(r,d) = 1, and
both [s;| < r and s;/d < ¢ hold for all i. Then g(z) = 2¢ + p" is p"-Dumas (i.e.,
it is irreducible and p"-pure) and statements (1) and (2) now follow directly from
Theorem 3.5 and Theorem 2.3. (]

4. SAMPLE APPLICATION

Recall that a polynomial g € Q[z] is called dynamically irreducible if g°™ is
irreducible for all n > 0. We give a mild generalization of this notion in the
following definition.

Definition 4.1. Let f,g € Q[z]. We say that g is dynamically irreducible at f if
f o g°" is irreducible for all n > 0.

Let
x? z"
fa(@) =1+a+p 4+ €Qlal

denote the nth Taylor polynomial of the exponential function. It is well known that
fn is irreducible for all n (see [Sch30, Col87)).

Proposition 4.2. Fixn > 1 and suppose g € Q|x] is p"-Dumas at all primes p | n.
If d = deg(g) is prime and d is strictly larger than all prime divisors of n, then g
is dynamically irreducible at fy,.

Proof. Choose a prime p | n and fix m > 0. We must show that f,,0g°™ is irreducible
over Q. Writing n = Efio bip™ with nqy < mng <-+- <ny and 0 < b; < p, we know
from [Col87, Lemma §II] that NP,(f,) has N segments of slopes

(pm —1)
pri(p—1)
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From Proposition 3.1 (see also Remark 3.2), we know that ¢g°™ is p"-pure, thus
Theorem 3.5 implies that NP, (f, o ¢°™*) has N segments of slopes

(" —1)
dmpmi(p— 1)
In particular, d™p° d» ™ = d™p™ divides the denominator of each slope of NP, (fno
g°™), thus by [Col87, Corollary §I], d™p°*d» ™ divides the degree of any irreducible

factor of f,, o g°™ over Q. It follows that any irreducible factor of f, o ¢°"* has
degree d"n, hence the result. (]

Remark 4.3. It is easy to construct polynomials g of any degree satisfying the
hypotheses of Proposition 4.2. For example, if » and d are distinct primes and

O = Hordp(n)>0p then
g(x) = 2" +ay,
is p"-Dumas at all primes p | n.
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