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ROBUST SENSITIVE DEPENDENCE OF GEOMETRIC GIBBS
STATES FOR ANALYTIC FAMILIES OF QUADRATIC MAPS

DANIEL CORONEL AND JUAN RIVERA-LETELIER

ABsTrACT. For quadratic-like maps, we show a phenomenon of sensitive de-
pendence of geometric Gibbs states: There are analytic families of quadratic-
like maps for which an arbitrarily small perturbation of the parameter can
have a definite effect on the low-temperature geometric Gibbs states. Further-
more, this phenomenon is robust: There is an open set of analytic 2-parameter
families of quadratic-like maps that exhibit sensitive dependence of geometric
Gibbs states. We introduce a geometric version of the Peierls condition for
contour models ensuring that the low-temperature geometric Gibbs states are
concentrated near the critical orbit.

1. INTRODUCTION

A central problem in statistical mechanics and the thermodynamic formalism,
is the study of phase transitions. Here we focus on “zero-temperature” phase
transitions.” In good situations, as in the case of contour models satisfying the
Peierls condition, Gibbs states converge to a ground state as the temperature
drops to zero, see for example [Sin82, II, §2] or the summary in [VEFS93, §B.4],
and [Bré03, CGU11, Conl6, Lep05| and references therein for other convergence re-
sults. There are several examples of non-convergence, see [BGT18, CH10, vERO7|,
and the companion paper [CRL15b].

Here we focus on the thermodynamic formalism of analytic maps and geometric
potentials.” The geometric potential arises naturally in several important prob-
lems, like in the construction of physical measures, as in the pioneering work of
Sinal [Sin72|, Ruelle [Rue76|, and Bowen [Bow75]. The pressure of the geometric
potential, as a function of the inverse temperature, is also connected to several
multifractal spectra, and large deviations rate functions.

The simplest case of interest is that of circle expanding maps. A folklore result as-
serts that generically there is a unique ground state for the geometric potential, and
that geometric Gibbs states converge to this ground state as the temperature drops
to zero [CRL22|. On the other hand, some of the non-convergence examples men-
tioned above can be adapted to the case of smooth circle expanding maps, as shown
in [CRL22|.* However, these examples, as well as those in [BGT18, CH10, CRL15b,

*Also known as the “chaotic dependence of Gibbs states” as the temperature parameter drops
to zero.

fNote that in the setting considered in [BGT18, Bré03, CGU11, CH10, CRL15b, Conl6, Garl?7,
vERO7, Lep05] the map is fixed, and the potential is allowed to vary independently of the map.
In contrast, the geometric potential considered here is entirely determined by the map.

fFor real analytic maps it is an open problem to show that for every real analytic circle
expanding map the geometric Gibbs states converge to a ground state as the temperature drops
to zero, see [CRL22].


http://arxiv.org/abs/1708.03965v3

2 DANIEL CORONEL AND JUAN RIVERA-LETELIER

vERO07], are given by constructions that require infinitely many non-trivial condi-
tions. They are therefore of infinite co-dimension, and a generic finite-dimensional
family of circle expanding maps cannot contain such a map.

Our goal is to show that in the next simplest case, of (real and complex) quadratic-
like maps on a single variable, the occurrence of zero-temperature phase transitions
is a robust phenomenon for 2-parameter families. In fact, our main result im-
plies that there is an open set of 2-parameter families of quadratic-like maps that
exhibit a phenomenon of sensitive dependence of Gibbs states, which is similar
in spirit to the sensitive dependence on initial conditions that is characteristic of
chaotic dynamical systems. More precisely, for a 2-parameter family of quadratic-
like maps in this open set, an arbitrarily small perturbation of the parameters can
have a drastic effect on the low-temperature geometric Gibbs states. In the com-
panion paper [CRL19] we show a similar phenomenon at positive temperature, and
in [CRL15b| we study it for classical lattice systems. The situation is however sig-
nificantly simpler in [CRL15b], since the potential is independent of the system and
there are no differentiability issues.

One of the main technical difficulties to study geometric Gibbs states of quadratic-
like maps is the presence of the critical point, which is a serious obstruction to
uniform hyperbolicity. This leads to some complications, like the fact that there
is no obvious characterization of ground states.® In particular, the ergodic opti-
mization approach to study low-temperature Gibbs states, described for example
in [BLL13, Conl6, Garl7]|, breaks down for quadratic-like maps.

The main tool introduced in this paper is the “Geometric Peierls condition”. It
ensures that the geometric Gibbs states concentrate on the critical orbit as the
temperature drops to zero, under certain circumstances. By considering a critical
orbit that accumulates on 2 different periodic orbits with the same Lyapunov expo-
nent, ¥ this creates the non-convergence of geometric Gibbs states. This is why we
use 2-parameter families: One parameter is needed to ensure that these 2 periodic
oribts have the same Lyapunov exponent and the other parameter is needed to con-
trol the combinatorics of the critical orbit. A somewhat similar idea was used by
Hofbauer and Keller to produce an example of a quadratic map without a physical
measure [HK90], see also [HK95|. However, the mechanisms are different: Hofbauer
and Keller used long parabolic cascades to control almost every point with respect
to the Lebesgue measure; we use a fine control of derivatives of orbits far from the
critical orbit to control the mass of the geometric Gibbs states at low temperatures.

To state our results more precisely, we recall the concept of quadratic-like maps
of Douady and Hubbard [DHS85|. Given simply-connected subsets U and V of C
such that the closure of U is compact and contained in V, a holomorphic map
f: U =V is a quadratic-like map if it is proper of degree 2. Such a map has a
unique point at which the derivative D f vanishes; it is the critical point of f. The
filled Julia set of a quadratic-like map f: U — V is

K(f) ={z€U| for every integer n > 1, f"(z) € U}.

$In fact, there are quadratic maps without a Lyapunov minimizing measure, see for exam-
ple [BK98, Example 5.4], [BT06, Corollary 2|, and [CRL15b, Main Theorem].

9In contrast with the usual Peierls condition for countour models, where the ground state is
assumed to be supported on a periodic configuration, the Geometric Peierls Condition introduced
here is compatible with a non-periodic critical orbit, see Remark 4.2.
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The Julia set J(f) of f is the boundary of K(f), and it coincides with the closure
of the repelling periodic points of f.

Given a quadratic-like map f, denote by .#; the space of probability measures
on J(f) that are invariant by f. For y in .#f denote by h,(f) the measure-theoretic
entropy of u, and for each 8 in R put

Py(8) = sup{hmf) 5 [1ogIDfldn e ///f}-

It is the pressure of f|;(y) for the potential —Blog|Df|. A measure y realizing the
supremum above is an equilibrium state of f|;(s) for the potential —tlog|Df|, or a
geometric Gibbs state.

A quadratic-like map f: U — V is real if U and V are invariant under complex
conjugation, and if f commutes with complex conjugation. The critical point of
such a map is real. A real quadratic-like map with critical point ¢ is essentially
topologically exact, if f%(c) is defined and is different from f(c), if f maps the
interval I(f) bounded by f(c) and f?(c) to itself, and if f|s) is topologically exact.
For such a map f we consider both, the interval map f|;(s), and the complex map f
acting on its Julia set J(f).

Let f be a real quadratic-like map that is essentially topologically exact. Denote
by ,///JIEQ the space of all probability measures on I(f) that are invariant by f. For u
in ,///}R we denote by h,(f) the measure-theoretic entropy of p, and for each 8 in R
we put

P (8) = sup {hu(f) - B/log Df| dp|pe ///;B} .

It is the pressure of f|r(y) for the potential —flog|Df|. A measure p realizing the
supremum above is an equilibrium state of f|;y) for the potential —tlog|Df|, or a
geometric Gibbs state.

For f as above, we refer to the family of functions (—f8log|Df|)s>0 as the
geometric potentials of f. We follow the usual terminology in statistical mechanics,
where the parameter [ is interpreted as the inverse of the “temperature”.

Definition 1.1 (Sensitive dependence of Gibbs states). Let A be a topological
space, and (f))xea a continuous family quadratic-like maps. For A\ in A the fam-
ily (fa)aea has sensitive dependence of low-temperature geometric Gibbs states at Ao,
if for every sequence (8¢)een satisfying 8y — +o0 as £ — +o0, there is a parameter A
in A arbitrarily close to Ag such that:

1. For each 8 in (0, +00), there is a unique equilibrium state p;(\) of fl;s,)
for the potential —f3log|Df|.

2. The sequence of equilibrium states (pg,()))
weak* topology.

sen does not converge in the

When this holds, we also say that (f)xea has sensitive dependence of low-temperature
geometric Gibbs states.

If in addition for every A in A the quadratic-like map fy is real, then for \g
in A the family (fi|7(f,))rea has sensitive dependence of low-temperature geomet-
ric Gibbs states at Ao if the properties above are satisfied with f|;s,) replaced
by fli¢f,)- In this case, we also say that (fx|7(f,))xea has sensitive dependence of
low-temperature geometric Gibbs states.
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Our main result is stated as the Main Theorem in §3.2. The following is a simple
consequence of this result, which is easier to state.

Sensitive Dependence of Geometric Gibbs States. There is an open sub-
set Ay of C intersecting R, a holomorphic family of quadratic-like maps (f,\),\e/\o,
and a Cantor set A contained in Ao NR, such that the following properties hold.
For every X\ in A the map f,\ is real and essentially topologically exact, and each of
the families (J?>\|I(fx))>\eA and (f,\),\e/\ has sensitive dependence of low-temperature
geometric Gibbs states at every parameter in A.

In fact, we prove that the conclusions of the Sensitive Dependence of Geometric
Gibbs States hold for an open set of holomorphic 2-parameter families of quadratic-
like maps, see Remark 3.4. Thus, for quadratic-like maps, the sensitive dependence
of geometric Gibbs states is a robust phenomenon for 2-parameter families.

Note that the Sensitive Dependence of Geometric Gibbs States does not say
anything about the behavior of the low-temperature geometric Gibbs states of on-
We show that the parameter )y can be chosen so that the geometric Gibbs states
of on converge as the temperature drops to zero, and that A\g can be chosen so
that they do not converge, see Remark 3.5. In the latter case we show that the
set of accumulation measures of the geometric Gibbs states of .]/c\)\o is a segment
joining certain periodic measures, see Remark 3.6. In the former case we show that
the convergence of the geometric Gibbs states is super-exponential, and that the
large deviation principle for Gibbs states studied in [BLL13] holds with a degen-
erated rate function, see Remark 3.7. Our estimates also show that for every A\
in A the geometric pressure of fA is super-exponentially close to its asymptote, see
Remark 3.8. N

For each A in A the map f) has a non-recurrent critical point, so it is non-
uniformly hyperbolic in a strong sense. In fact, the maps in the family (f)\) AeA
satisfy various non-uniform hyperbolicity conditions with uniform constants. For
example, the critical orbit is non-recurrent in a uniform way: There is a neighbor-
hood of z = 0 that for each X in A is disjoint of the forward orbit of the critical value
of f,\ Furthermore, all the maps in the family (]?)\) aea satisfy the Collet-Eckmann
condition with uniform constants: There are constants C' and 7 satisfying C' > 0 and

n > 1, such that for every A in A and every n in N, we have ‘Df}f(f,\(O))‘ > Cn™.

Moreover, all maps in (f,\) arcA have uniform “goodness constants” in the sense
of [BBS15, Definition 2.2|, ¢f. Proposition 4.3. This supports the idea that the
lack of expansion is not responsible for the sensitive dependence of geometric Gibbs
states.

The Sensitive Dependence of Geometric Gibbs States provides the first examples
of an analytic map having a “zero-temperature” phase transition. In the case of a
quadratic-like map f, this completes the classification of phase-transitions for g in
(0, —l—oo).” Restricting to transitive maps in the real case, there are only 3 types of
phase transitions:

High-temperature: A phase transition at the first zero of the geometric
pressure function. Such a phase transition appears if and only if f is not

| Compare with the discussion in the introduction of [CRL13].



SENSITIVE DEPENDENCE OF GEOMETRIC GIBBS STATES

ot

uniformly hyperbolic, and if it does not satisfy the Collet-Eckmann con-
dition, see [NS98, Theorem A] or [RL20, Corollary E] for the real case,
and [PRLS03, Main Theorem| for the complex case;

Low-temperature: A phase transition occurring after the first zero the geo-
metric pressure function. In this case f cannot be uniformly hyperbolic,
and it must satisfy the Collet-Eckmann condition, see [CRL13, CRL15a,
CRL19];

Zero-temperature: The geometric pressure function is real analytic on (0, +00),
and for every § in this set there is a unique geometric Gibbs state for the
potential —Slog | D f|, but these measures do not converge as § — +oo. A
map exhibiting such a phase transition must be uniformly hyperbolic, or
satisfy the Collet-Eckmann condition.

See [PRL11, PR19] and the survey article [Prz18| for general results on the ther-
modynamic formalism of one-dimensional maps.

Roughly speaking, the mechanism responsible for high-temperature phase tran-
sitions is the lack of (non-uniform) expansion. However, the lack of (non-uniform)
expansion is not responsible for zero-temperature phase transitions. The irregular
behavior of the critical orbit seems to be responsible for low and zero-temperature
phase transitions. As mentioned above, in [CRL22| we give an example of a smooth
circle expanding map having a zero-temperature phase transition. However, it is
an open problem if there is a uniformly hyperbolic quadratic-like map having a
zero-temperature phase transition.

1.1. Notes and references. The family of quadratic-like maps (J/“;) AcA, In the
theorem is given explicitly in §3.3.

It follows from the proof of the Sensitive Dependence of Geometric Gibbs states
that there is a definite oscillation of the geometric Gibbs states. More precisely,
there is a continuous function ¢: C — [0, 1] that only depends on Ao, such that that
for every (B¢)eeny and A as in the definition of sensitive dependence of geometric
Gibbs states we have

limsup/<pdpﬁe(/\) =1, and liminf/gpdpgl(/\) =0.

{— 400 £—+o00
In fact, at certain temperatures the geometric Gibbs state is super-exponentially
close to a certain periodic measure, and at others temperatures they are close to a
different periodic measure, see the Main Theorem in §3.2.

1.2. Organization. After some preliminaries about the quadratic family in §2, we
state the Main Theorem in §3, and prove the Sensitive Dependence of Geometric
Gibbs states assuming this result (§3.4). The Main Theorem is stated for “uniform
families” of quadratic-like maps, which are defined in §3.1. This notion is inspired
from the work of Douady and Hubbard [DHS85|, and it is satisfied for a large class
of holomorphic families of quadratic-like maps, see Remark 3.2.

The rest of the paper is devoted to the proof of the Main Theorem. In §4 we
introduce the Geometric Peierls Condition (Definition 4.1), which roughly speak-
ing requires the derivatives along the orbit of the critical value to outweigh the
derivatives of orbits that stay far from the critical point. We also give a criterion
for this condition (Proposition 4.3) whose proof occupies §§4.1, 4.2. In §4.3 we
make various estimates for uniform families of maps, most of which are deduced
from analogous estimates for quadratic maps in [CRL13]. In §5 we implement an
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inducing scheme (§5.1), analogous to that in [CRL13| for quadratic maps. For a
map satisfying the Geometric Peierls Condition, we also show how to control the
pressure of the induced map in terms of the derivatives of the map along the orbit
of the critical value (Proposition I in §5.2).

The proof of the Main Theorem is given in §6. After introducing a family of
itineraries and other combinatorial objects in §6.1, in §6.2 we estimate the post-
critical series in terms of certain 2 variables series that only depends on the combi-
natorics of the posteritical orbit (Lemma 6.1). The main estimates needed in the
proof of the Main Theorem can be stated only in terms of these 2 variables series,
and are relegated to Appendix A. These are given in an abstract setting that is
independent of the rest of the paper. The proof of the Main Theorem is completed
in §6.3.

1.3. Acknowledgments. We would like to thank Jairo Mengue for useful discus-
sions regarding Remark 3.7.

The first named author acknowledges partial support from FONDECYT grant
1201612. The second named author acknowledges partial support from NSF grant
DMS-1700291.

2. PRELIMINARIES

We use N to denote the set of integers that are greater than or equal to 1,
and Ny := N U {0}.

For a Borel measure p on C, denote by supp(p) its support.

For an annulus A contained in C, we use mod(A) to denote the conformal mod-
ulus of A.

2.1. Koebe principle. We use the following version of Koebe distortion theorem
that can be found, for example, in [McM94]. Given an open subset G of C and a
map f: G — C that is a biholomorphism onto its image, the distortion of f on a
subset C of G is

|Df ()]

sup -
zwec | Df(y)]

Koebe Distortion Theorem. For each A > 0 there is a constant A > 1 such that
for each topological disk W contained in C and each compact set K contained in W
and such that W \ K is an annulus of modulus at least A, the following property
holds: For each open topological disk U contained in C and every biholomorphic
map f: U — /V[7, for every x, y and z in f~1(K) we have

[f(z) = f()l

|z =yl

Moreover, the distortion of f on f~1(K) is bounded by A.

AYDf(2)] < < A[Df(2)].

2.2. Quadratic polynomials, Green’s functions, and Béttcher coordinates.

In this subsection and the next we recall some basic facts about the dynamics of

complex quadratic polynomials, see for instance [CG93] or [Mil06] for references.
For ¢ in C we denote by f. the complex quadratic polynomial

fo(2) = 2% + ¢,

and by K. the filled Julia set of f.; that is, the set of all points z in C whose
forward orbit under f. is bounded in C. The set K. is compact and its complement
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is the connected set consisting of all points whose orbit converges to infinity in the
Riemann sphere. Furthermore, we have f;!'(K.) = K. and f.(K.) = K.. The
boundary J, of K. is the Julia set of f..

For a parameter ¢ in C, the Green’s function of K. is the function G.: C —
[0, 4+00) that is identically 0 on K, and that for z outside K, is given by the limit,

. 1 n
(2.1) Ge(z) = HEIEOO 7 log|f2(2)| > 0.

The function G, is continuous, subharmonic, satisfies G, o f. = 2G. on C, and it is
harmonic and strictly positive outside K.. On the other hand, the critical values
of G. are bounded from above by G.(0), and the open set

Us:={2€C|G.(2) > G:(0)}

is homeomorphic to a punctured disk. Notice that G.(c) = 2G.(0), thus U, con-
tains ¢ if 0 is not in K.
By Béttcher’s Theorem there is a unique conformal representation

we: Ue = {2z € C||z] > exp(Gc(0))},

and this map conjugates f. to z — z2. It is called the Bdttcher coordinate of f.
and satisfies G, = log ||

2.3. External rays and equipotentials. Let ¢ be in C. For v > 0 the equipo-
tential v of f. is by definition G (v). A Green’s line of G, is a smooth curve on
the complement of K. in C that is orthogonal to the equipotentials of G, and that
is maximal with this property. Given t in R/Z, the external ray of angle t of fe,
denoted by R.(t), is the Green’s line of G. containing

{7 (rexp(2mit)) | exp(G.(0)) < 7 < +00}.

By the identity G o f. = 2G., for each v > 0 and each ¢ in R/Z the map f. maps
the equipotential v to the equipotential 2v and maps R.(t) to R.(2t). For ¢t in R/Z
the external ray R.(t) lands at a point z, if G.: R.(t) — (0,400) is a bijection
and if GC|§:(t)(v) converges to z as v converges to 0 in (0,400). By the continuity
of G., every landing point is in J, = 0K,.

The Mandelbrot set M is the subset of C of those parameters ¢ for which K, is
connected. The function

®: C\M — C\c(D)
¢ — B(c) = (e)

is a conformal representation, see [DH84, VIII, Théoréme 1]. For v > 0 the equipo-
tential v of M is by definition

E(v) =B ({2 €C | 2] = v}).
On the other hand, for ¢t in R/Z the set
R(t) = & ({rexp(2mit) | r > 1})

is called the external ray of angle t of M. We say that R(t) lands at a point z in C,
if @1 (r exp(2mit)) converges to z as 7 N\, 1. When this happens z belongs to M.
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2.4. The wake 1/2. In this subsection we recall a few facts that can be found for
example in [DH84] or [Mil00].

The external rays R(1/3) and R(2/3) of M land at the parameter ¢ = —3/4, and
these are the only external rays of M that land at this point, see for example [Mil00,
Theorem 1.2]. In particular, the complement in C of the set

R(1/3)UR(2/3)U{-3/4}

has 2 connected components; we denote by W the connected component containing
the point ¢ = —2 of M.

For each parameter ¢ in W the map f. has 2 distinct fixed points; one of the
them is the landing point of the external ray R.(0) and it is denoted by B(c); the
other one is denoted by a(c). The only external ray landing at 8(c) is R.(0), and
the only external ray landing at —3(c) is R.(1/2).

Moreover, for every parameter ¢ in W the only external rays of f. landing at a(c)
are R.(1/3) and R.(2/3), see for example [Mil00, Theorem 1.2]. The complement
of R.(1/3)UR.(2/3)U{a(c)} in C has 2 connected components; one containing —f3(c)
and z = ¢, and the other one containing S(c¢) and z = 0. On the other hand, the
point «(c) has 2 preimages by f.: Itself and a(c) ;== —a(c). The only external rays
landing at &(c) are R.(1/6) and R.(5/6).

2.5. Yoccoz puzzles and para-puzzle. In this subsection we recall the defini-
tions of Yoccoz puzzles and para-puzzle. We follow [Roe00].

Definition 2.1 (Yoccoz puzzles). Fix ¢ in W and consider the open region X, :=
{z € C| G.(2) < 1}. The Yoccoz puzzle of f. is given by the following sequence of
graphs (I..,,),:2% defined for n = 0 by:

I.o:=0X.U(X:Ncl(R:(1/3)) Ncl(R.(2/3))),
and for n > 1 by I., = f:"(Is0). The puzzle pieces of depth n are the connected

c
components of f."(X,) \ I.n. The puzzle piece of depth n containing a point z is

denoted by P, . (2).

Note that for a real parameter ¢, every puzzle piece intersecting the real line is
invariant under complex conjugation. Since puzzle pieces are simply-connected, it
follows that the intersection of such a puzzle piece with R is an interval.

Definition 2.2 (Yoccoz para-puzzle™). Given an integer n > 0, put
Jn ={t €[1/3,2/3] | 2"t (mod 1) € {1/3,2/3}},

let &), be the intersection of VW with the open region in the parameter plane bounded
by the equipotential £(27™) of M, and put

T, = 0X, U (Xn n U cl(R(t))) .

teJn

Then the Yoccoz para-puzzle of W is the sequence of graphs (In);ri% The para-

puzzle pieces of depth n are the connected components of X;, \ Z,,. The para-puzzle
piece of depth n containing a parameter ¢ is denoted by P, (c).

**In contrast to [Roe00], we only consider the para-puzzle in the wake W.
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Observe that there is only 1 para-puzzle piece of depth 0, and only 1 para-
puzzle piece of depth 1; they are bounded by the same external rays but different
equipotentials. Both of them contain ¢ = —2.

Fix a parameter ¢ in Py(—2). There are precisely 2 puzzle pieces of depth 0:
P.o(B(c)) and P o(—0B(c)). Each of them is bounded by the equipotential 1 and by
the closures of the external rays landing at «(c). Furthermore, the critical value ¢
of f. is contained in P, o(—B(c)) and the critical point in P, o(8(c)). It follows that
the set f.1(P.o(B(c))) is the disjoint union of P.1(—f(c)) and P.1(B(c)), so f.
maps each of the sets P.1(—S(c)) and P.1(8(c)) biholomorphically to P, o(8(c)).
Moreover, there are precisely 3 puzzle pieces of depth 1:

Pc,l(_ﬂ(c))a Pc,l(o) and Pc,l(ﬂ(c));

P.1(—0B(c)) is bounded by the equipotential 1/2 and by the closures of the external
rays that land at «(c); P.1(8(c)) is bounded by the equipotential 1/2 and by
the closures of the external rays that land at a&(c); and P.1(0) is bounded by
the equipotential 1/2 and by the closures of the external rays that land at «a(c)
and at a(c). In particular, the closure of P.1(5(c)) is contained in P.o(5(c)).
It follows from this that for each integer n > 1 the map fI maps P.,(—5(c))
biholomorphically to P o(8(c)).

2.6. The uniformly expanding Cantor set. For a parameter ¢ in P5(—2), the
maximal invariant set A. of f2 in P.;(0) plays an important réle in the proof of
the Main Theorem.

Fix ¢ in P3(—2). There are precisely 2 connected components of f.3(P.1(0))
contained in P 1(0) that we denote by Y. and 370 The closures of these sets are
disjoint and contained in P.1(0). The sets Y, and )N/c are distinguished by the
fact that Y, contains in its boundary the common landing point of the external
rays R.(7/24) and R,(17/24), denoted ~(c), and that Y, contains in its boundary
the common landing point of the external rays R.(5/24) and R.(19/24). The
map f2 maps each of the sets Y, and Y, biholomorphically to P, 1(0). Thus, if we
put

ge :Y.UY, — P.q1(0)
z = ge(2) = f2(2),
then
Ae= () 9. (CA(Pe1(0))).

neN

2.7. Parameters. In this subsection we recall the definition of a certain parameter
sets in [CRL13, Proposition 3.1] that are important in what follows. To avoid
confusions with the notation introduced in §2.4, in this section, and in the rest of
the paper, we use the parameter ¢t to denote the inverse temperature.

Given an integer n > 3, let K, be the set of all those real parameters ¢ in (—o0, 0)
such that

fele) > f2(e) > > f27H(e) >0 and  fI(c) € Ae.

Note that for a parameter ¢ in K, the first return time of 0 to P.1(0) is equal
to n+ 1. On the other hand, the critical point of f. cannot be asymptotic to a
non-repelling periodic point. This implies that all the periodic points of f. in C are
hyperbolic repelling and therefore that K. = J., see [Mil06]. On the other hand, we
have f.(c) > c and the interval I. = [c, f.(c)] is invariant by f.. This implies that I.
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is contained in J. and hence that for every real number ¢ we have PE(t) < P.(t).
Note also that f.|7. is not renormalizable, so f. is topologically exact on I, see for
example [dMvS93, Theorem I11.4.1].

Since for ¢ in KC,, the critical point of f. is not periodic, for every integer k > 0
we have f213%(c) £ 0. The itinerary of f., is the sequence ¢(c) in {0, 1} defined
for each k in Ny by

0 if f2H3%(c) € Ye;
L(C)k = . 3k e
1 if fr+35(c) € Y.

Proposition 2.3. For each integer n > 3, the set K, is a compact subset of
Pn(_2) n (_27 _3/4‘)7

and the function v: K, — {0,1}No is a homeomorphism. Finally, for each § > 0
there is ng > 3 such that for each integer n > ng the set IC,, is contained in the
interval (—2,—2+9).

Proof. Except for the assertion that ¢ is a homeomorphism, this is [CRL13, Propo-
sition 3.1]. In this last result it is shown that ¢ is a bijection, so it only remains to
observe that, since for each ¢ in P3(—2) the map f. is uniformly expanding on A,
[CRL13, §3.3], the map ¢ is continuous, and therefore a homeomorphism. O

Remark 2.4. The proposition implies that for every integer n satisfying n > 3 and
every ¢ in {0, 1}o  there is a unique ¢ in K,, for which the itinerary «(c) of f. is equal
to t. The real parameter c is uniquely characterized by the following properties:

e For every j in {1,...,n — 1}, we have fJ(c) > 0;

e For every k in Ny and r in {0, 1,2}, we have

fc71+3k+r (C) {

>0 ify,=landr=0,orifr=2;
<0 ify, =0andr=0,orifr=1.

3. MAIN THEOREM

In this section we state the Main Theorem, and prove the Sensitive Dependence
of Geometric Gibbs States assuming this result.

The Main Theorem is stated in §3.2 for “uniform families” of quadratic-like maps,
which are defined in §3.1. By the work of Douady and Hubbard [DHS&5], there is
a large class of holomorphic families of quadratic-like maps that are uniform, see
Remark 3.2. We use this to exhibit in §3.3 a concrete (real) 1-parameter family of
quadratic-like maps satisfying the hypotheses of the Main Theorem. This family is
used in §3.4 to prove the Sensitive Dependence of Geometric Gibbs States assuming
the Main Theorem.

3.1. Uniform families of quadratic-like maps. A quadratic-like map f: U —
V is normalized, if its unique critical point is 0, and if D?f(0) = 2. For such a
map f there is a holomorphic function Ry: U — C such that for w in U we have

f(w) = £(0) + w? + wRy(w).

Note that f is uniquely determined by its critical value f(0), and the function Ry.

In what follows, we endow a given family of normalized quadratic-like maps
with a topology that will be used in the statement of the Main Theorem. Let % be
the set of all topological disks in C containing 0 that are not biholomorphic to C.
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Endow % with the Carathéorody topology, which is the topology generated by the
following families of subsets of % :

{{Ue% | K CU} | K CC compact}

and
{{Ue% | N ¢U}| N CC open and connected with 0 € N'}.

Let % be the set of all holomorphic univalent maps f defined on the open unit
disk D, such that f(0) =0 and Df(0) > 0. Equip . with the topology of locally
uniform convergence. The map R: . — % sending f in . to f(D) in % is a
bijection by the Riemann mapping theorem, and a homeomorphism by [Oes86,
84]. Let 42 be the set of all holomorphic functions defined on D, equipped with the
topology of locally uniform convergence. Using the homeomorphism R we can inject
each normalized family of quadratic-like maps .% into Z x ##, sending f: U — C
to (U, f o R™1(U)). Using this injection, we endow .# with the pull-back of the
product topology on % x . We call this topology the Carathéodory topology
or the topology locally uniform convergence on %. Thus, a sequence f,: U, — C
in .# converges to f: U — C in .# if and only if (U,, f, o R~1(U,)) converges to
(U,f o R7Y(U)) in % x .. Observe that this is equivalent to U,, converging to U
in the Carathéodory topology on %, and that for every compact set K in U the
sequence f, converges uniformly to f on K. The latter is the usual definition of
the Carathéodory convergence of maps, see [McM94, §5.1].

By the straightening theorem of Douady and Hubbard [DHS85], for every quadratic-
like map f: U — V there is ¢ in C and a quasi-conformal homeomorphism h: C — C
that conjugates the quadratic polynomial f. to f on a neighborhood of J.. In the
case [ is real, c is real, and h can be chosen so that it commutes with the complex
conjugation. In all the cases, the quasi-conformal homeomorphism A can be chosen
to be holomorphic on a neighborhood of infinity, and tangent to the identity there.

Put

X:={ceC|Gelc) <1} and X :={ceC|G(c) <2},
and for ¢ in C, put
Xe={2€C|Ge(2) <1} and X.:={z€C|G(z) <2}
Note that X, is contained in the interior of )A(C, and that
X={ceClceX,)} and X={ceC|ce X}

Definition 3.1 (Uniform family of quadratic-like maps). A family .# of normalized
quadratic-like maps is uniform, if there are constants K > 1 and R > 0, such that
for each f in # there are ¢(f) in X and a K-quasi-conformal homeomorphism h ¢
of C satisfying the following properties.

1. The homeomorphism Ay conjugates f.(s) on )?C(f) to f on hf()A(C(f)). Fur-
thermore, if f is real, then hy commutes with the complex conjugation.

2. The set )A(C(f) is contained in B(0, R), and the homeomorphism Ay is holo-
morphic on C\ cl(B(0, R)), and it is tangent to the identity at infinity.

Note that property 1 implies that h;(0) = 0.

Remark 3.2. Although it is not needed in this paper, we remark that a family .# of
normalized quadratic-like maps with connected Julia sets is uniform if and only if
the following property holds: There is a constant m > 0 such that for each f: U —
V in Z there is an essential annulus in V'\ U whose conformal modulus is at least m.
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Let % be a uniform family of quadratic-like maps. For each f in .# put
Xf = hf(Xc(f)) and Xf = hf(Xc(f)).

By the definition of uniform family, the puzzle pieces of f.(;) can be push-forward
to X¢ by hy. We call to these sets the puzzle pieces of f. We say that a puzzle piece
of f has depth n if it is the push-forward of a puzzle piece of ¢(f) with depth n.
The puzzle piece of depth n of f containing w is denoted Py, (w). Thus, we have

Py (w) = hy(Peg),n(hy " (w))).
Set B
B(f) =hg(B(c(f) and  B(f) = hg(=B(c(f))).
For every integer n > 0, put
Pu(F) ={f € F | c(f) € Pu(=2)},
and for n > 3, put
Ka(F) ={f €T |c(f) € Kn}.
Moreover, for f in P3(.#) put

Yy = hp(Ye)), and Yy = hy(Ye(py),

and let gy: hyp(Yop) U lN/C(f)) — P;1(0) be defined by gy := hf o gep) o h;l. Denote
by p(f) and p*(f) the unique fixed point of g¢ in Y; and ?f, respectively, and

denote by p~(f) the unique fixed point of g?c in Y7 that is different from p™(f); it
is a periodic point of gy of minimal period 2. Furthermore, denote by

OF(f) ={F " (f) |7 €{0,1,2}} and O~ (f) = {f7(p™(f)) | s €{0,1,...,5}}
the orbits of p*(f) and p~(f) under f, respectively.

For every f in .# such that c(f) is real and belongs to [-2,0), denote by I(f)
the image under hy of the interval [c(f), fo(s)(c(f))]. In the case where f is real,
the set I(f) is a subinterval of R. In all of the cases, I(f) is a closed topological arc
satisfying f(I(f)) = I(f). A quadratic-like map f in .Z is essentially topologically
exact if ¢(f) is in [-2,0), and if f|;s) is topologically exact. For such a map f we
consider both, the map f|;(y), and the complex map f acting on its Julia set J(f).
We also define //(R, P]]?, and equilibrium states or Geometric Gibbs states of f(y)
as in the introduction. In the case f is real, the definitions above coincide with
those in the introduction.

Let n be an integer satisfying n > 5, and let f be in K,,(%). The itinerary of f,
is the sequence ¢(f) defined by ¢(f) = t(e(f)), see §2.7. So, for every k in Ny we

have
(e=d0 K FrERR(£(0)) € Yy
METAL itk (r(0) € Y
Here is an alternative description of the combinatorics of f in terms of its itinerary ¢(f),
in the spirit of kneading theory. Note first that the parameter ¢(f) is real and be-
longs to [—2,0), and that the critical point 0 of f and its orbit are contained in I(f).
Removing 0 from the closed arc I(f), we obtain 2 disjoint semi-open arcs

I(f)T =Ry (0, fey(e(f)]) and I(f)™ = hy([c(£),0)).
In view of Remark 2.4, we have the following properties:
e For every j in {1,...,n — 1}, the point f7(f£(0)) is in I(f)™;
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e For every k in Ny and r in {0, 1,2}, we have

- €I A uf)r="Landr =0 orifr=2
f (f(o)){éf(f) jfL(f)k:OandT:O,Oriszl.

3.2. Main Theorem. For every normalized quadratic-like map f, and every peri-
odic point p of f with period m in N, put

X1(p) = - log [ D" (p)].

In this subsection we state the Main Theorem, which is based on the following
concept.

Definition 3.3 (Admissible family of quadratic-like maps). A uniform family of
quadratic-like maps % is admissible, if for every sufficiently large integer m the
following properties hold.

1. If we endow % with the topology of locally uniform convergence, then there
is a continuous function s, : K, = K, (%) such that co s, is the identity.
2. For every f in s,(K,,), we have

(3.1) Xs(p(f)) > xs (™ (f)) and x; (" (f)) = xs (P~ (f))-

Before stating the Main Theorem, we give a rough description of the combi-
natorics of the maps appearing on it. The Main Theorem asserts that for every
admissible uniform family of quadratic-like maps, there is a continuous subfam-
ily (f¢)ce+,—yv satisfying some properties regarding the limit behavior of the equi-
librium states as the temperature drops to zero. The main feature of this subfamily
is that for every map f. on it, the orbit of the critical point remains most of the
time close to the orbits of the periodic points p*(f.) and p~(f.). The sequence ¢
in {+, —}V indicates how the orbit of the critical point alternates between these pe-
riodic orbits, or remains close to them. For example, a large string of repeated +’s
in ¢ indicates that the orbit of the critical point is very close to p*(f.) for some
period of time. With a careful choice of the family of itineraries (¢( f;))56{+)_}N,
we show that for each m in N there is a certain range of inverse temperatures for
which the corresponding equilibrum states of f. are either concentrated near the or-
bit of p*(f,), or that of p~ (f;), depending on whether ¢ = + org = —. Another
interesting feature of this construction, is that the limit behavior of the equilibrium
states of f. depends on the tail of the sequence ¢. So, we can have maps of the
subfamily that are close among them but with significantly different behavior of its
equilibrium states, which is the basic idea behind the sensitive dependence notion
stated in the introduction.

Endow the set {+,—} with the discrete topology, and {4, —}" with the corre-
sponding product topology.

Main Theorem. For every R > 0 there is a constant Ko > 1 such that if F is
an admissible uniform family of quadratic-like maps with constants Ky and R, then
for every sufficiently large integer n there is a continuous subfamily (fi)se{_;’_)_}N
of sn(Ky) such that the following properties hold.
1. For each s in {+,—}" the map f< is essentially topologically exact. More-
over, for each t in (0,+00) there is a unique equilibrium state pf(s) (resp.
pi(s)) of f5|1(f£) (resp. f£|J(j'i)) for the potential —t10g|DfS|.
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2. There are constants Cy > 0 and vg > 0, and a continuous function
A {+7 _}N — (Oa +OO)7

such that for every sequence ¢ = (¢(m))men in {+, =}, the following prop-
erties hold. Let m and m be integers such that

m>m>1 and ¢(m)=---=¢(m),

and let t be in [A(s)m, A(s)m]. Then the equilibrium state pi(s) (resp. pt (s))
of feli(s) (resp. felas,)) is super-exponentially close to the orbit Os(m (f )

ofpg(m)(fg), in that

PF(©) (B (07 () exp(=v0f?)) ) = 1= Co exp(-vof?)
(resp. pe(<) (B (Og(m)(fi), exp(—vOtQ))) >1-Cy exp(—vOtQ)) .

Note that for each ¢ in {4, —} the map /¢ has a non-recurrent critical point, so
it is non-uniformly hyperbolic in a strong sense.

Remark 3.4 (Robustness). It follows from the theory of quadratic-like maps of
Douady and Hubbard [DHS85] that condition 1 in Definition 3.3 is satisfied for
every holomorphic 1-parameter family of quadratic-like maps (f)\) AcA, intersecting
the combinatorial class of the quadratic map f_o transversally. That is, if there is
a parameter A\g in Ay such that

72,(0) = B(F,). and 2= (F2(0) = B ) Ixory #0.

So, condition 1 of Definition 3.3 is satisfied for an open set of holomorphic 1-parameter
families of quadratic-like maps. If in addition x7 (p(fx))) > x7, (pT(fxy)), then
Ixo 0

the inequality in (3.1) is also satisfied for an open set of holomorphic 1-parameter
families of quadratic-like maps.

On the other hand, the equality in (3.1) imposes a restriction, but there is an
open set of holomorphic 2-parameter families of quadratic-like maps that have a
holomorphic 1-parameter subfamily satisfying this condition. Thus, the conclusions
of the Main Theorem hold for an open set of holomorphic 2-parameter families of
quadratic-like maps.

Remark 3.5 (Sensitivity is compatible with convergence and non-convergence). In
the proof of the Sensitive dependence of Gibbs states in §3.4 we show that for any
choice of ¢, in {+, —}", a uniform family .# as in the Main Theorem has sensitive
dependence of low-temperature geometric Gibbs states at fg . If we choose ¢, that
is not eventually constant, then the Main Theorem implies that the geometric Gibbs
states of fg do not converge as the temperature drops to zero. On the other hand,
if ¢, is eventually constant, then the geometric Gibbs states converge. This shows
that in the Sensitive Dependence of Geometric Gibbs states the parameter Ay can
be chosen so that the geometric Gibbs states of f,\o converge as the temperature
drops to zero, and that it can also be chosen so that they do not converge.
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Remark 3.6 (Accumulation measures). Our estimates show that for every ¢ in {+, —}I,
and every t in (0, 4+00) we have

pi (S) (B (Ot (f0) UO™ (fo),exp(—vot®))) = 1 — Coexp(—vot?)
(xesp. pu(s) (B (0% () UO™ (£, exp(—uot2))) > 1~ Coexp(~vo?))

see Remark 6.2. In particular, every accumulation measure of (pf(s))t>o and
of (pi(s))e=o0 is supported on O (f.) U O~ (f.). Combined with the Main Theo-
rem this implies that, if the sequence S is not eventually constant, then the set
of accumulation measures of (pf(s))¢>o and that of (p:(s))¢>0, are both equal to
the segment joining the invariant probability measure supported on OT (f.) to the
invariant probability measure supported on O~ (f.).

Remark 3.7 (Speed of convergence to ground states). If the sequence g is eventually
constant, then the Main Theorem implies that, as the temperature drops to zero, the
geometric Gibbs states of f. converge super-exponentially to the periodic measure
supported either on O (f.), or O~ (f.). In other situations the convergence is only
exponential, as in the case of the shift map and a locally constant potential [Breos3].
For the shift map and a potential admitting a unique ground state, the exponential
convergence can be derived from the large deviation principle in [BLL13, §3.1.3],
using the fact that the rate function is finite on a dense set. The Main Theorem
shows that this large deviation principle holds, and that the corresponding rate
function is everywhere equal to 400, except on OT(f.) or on O~ (f.) (depending
on the choice of ¢) where it vanishes. - -

Remark 3.8 (Pressure at low temperatures). Our estimates show that there is a
constant 7 in (0, 1) such that for every ¢ in {+, —}Y, and every sufficiently large ¢ > 0
we have

Xcrit(fg) +10g2 ( 4 t)3

A(9)

PE(t) ~ Py (t) ~ —t
fi() fi() 2 3 /y )

see (6.19) and (6.21) for precisions.

3.3. A concrete admissible family. In this subsection we exhibit a concrete
(real) 1-parameter family of quadratic-like maps satisfying the hypotheses of the
Main Theorem. We use this family to prove the Sensitive Dependence of Geometric
Gibbs States, in §3.4 below.

Recall that for every c in C, we denote by f. the complex quadratic polynomial
given by f.(z) = 2% + c¢. For each parameter ) in P5(—2), put p~(A\) :== p~(f\) and
define the polynomial

2

Pr(w) = (w® = BN)?) TT [(w = RO) (w = AT V)]

=0

2

w—p~ () I (w - Bo-)

j=1

Noting that DPy(p~(\)) # 0, define
() = 2 ((Df§<p+<x>>)2 - 1) |

p~(A)2DPy(p~(\) \ DfR(p~ (V)
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and the polynomial
Hw) =X+ w” +ww(A) Py (w).
Note that each of the coefficients of f,\ depends holomorphically on A in P3(—2),
and that fy is real when ) is real. Moreover, we have w(=2) =0, so f—» coincides
with the quadratic polynomial f_s.
By definition, for each A in P5(—2) the polynomial f) coincides with f) on
{B(N\),—B(N)}, and on the orbits of p(A), p™(A), and p~(\). Moreover, the deriva-

tive of fA coincides with that of f\ at every point in the orbit of p(\) and p™()\),
S0

(32) X GO) =xnGO) and xz T = x5 (6T ).
On the other hand,
(DA F (V)
Df(p=(N)
and for each j in {1, ..., 5} the derivative of fy coincides with that of fy at =)
Thus Df$(p~(N) = (Df3(p(A))” and
(3.3) X7, (0~ (N) = x5 0" (V) = x5 (" (V)

Lemma 3.9. Let Ky > 1 be given. For each X in P3(—2), put Uy = ]?)\_1(3(0,80)).
Then there are T4 > 0 and a map x : B(—2,r4) — X such that for every A

DA™ () =2p~())

in B(—2,r4) the map f)\: U, — B(0,80) is a normalized quadratic-like map, and
the family
Fo = {fa: Ux = B(0,80) | A € B(—2,74)}

is uniform with constants Ko and R = 80, and with c(f)\) = x(A). Moreover,
there is 6 > 0 such that x maps [—2, =2+ ry) homeomorphically onto [—2, -2 + 9),
and there is ny > 1 such that for every integer n > ny there is a continuous
map on: Ky — [-2,—2+ r4) such that ¢ — x(on(c)) is the identity on K,. In
particular,

{fr € Fo | A € 0n(Kn)} C Kn(F0),

the map s, : Ky, = Kn(Fo) given by sy (c) == ﬁ,n(c) is continuous, and the family %
s admissible.

Proof. Since w(—2) = 0, and w and Py are holomorphic in A, we can choose r; > 0
such that B(—2,71) is contained in P3(—2), and such that for every A in B(—2,71)
the closure of the open set Uy is contained in B(0,80) and f,\: U — B(0,80) is a
quadratic-like map. For each r in (0,71], consider the family of quadratic-like maps

F(r) = (Jx: Ux = B(0,80))xen(0.r)-

Noting that for A close to —2 the set U, is an analytic Jordan curve that is close
to OU_5 in the C! topology, it follows that there is 75 in (0,71) such that the map
B(0,r2) = % given by A+ U, is continuous with respect to the Carathéodory
topology on %, and that the family of quadratic-like maps .# (r2) is analytic in the
sense of [DHS85, §II, 1]. Moreover, the considerations in [DH85, §II] imply that for
every r3 sufficiently small in (0, r2) the family % (r3) satisfies the following. There
isa map x: B(0,7r3) — X such that the family .#(r3) is uniform with constants K
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and R = 80, and with the function ¢: .y — X given by ¢(f) := x(f(0)). Note that
for every A in B(0,73), we have

F2(0) = X and e(f2) = x(V).
Moreover, for every real parameter A in B(0,r3) the conjugacy h 7, commutes with

the complex conjugation, and therefore c(f;) is real. If X in B(—2,r3) is real and
satisfies A > —2, then we have f\(0) = A > —f(X). Together with

AEBOY) = HBO) = B0V,

this implies that ¢(fy) > —2. By [CRL13, Lemma A.1] there is o > 0, such that for
every A in (—2,—2+ p) we have by (3.2)

X7, (P(A) = X7, (P(V) > X1, (0T (V) = x5, (07 (N))-

Thus, reducing r3 if necessary, the inequality in (6.1) is satisfied.

Note that [DHS85, Proposition 17 and Theorem 4| implies that there is ry in
(0,73) such that x is locally injective at each point of B(—2,7r4) \ {—2}. Thus,
there is 6 > 0 such that x maps [-2, —2 4 rx) homeomorphically onto [-2, =2+ ).
Since by Proposition 2.3 there is ny > n; such that for every integer n > ny the
set KCp, is contained in (—2, —2+¢), we conclude that for every integer n > n there
is a continuous map o, : K,, — [—2, =2 + ry) such that ¢ — x(o,(c)) is the identity
on K. In particular,

(P € o | X € 0n(Kn)} C KnlFo).

To finish the proof, note that the map [-2, -2+ r4) — Fo given by A+ f)\ is
continuous and thus, for every integer n > ny the map s, : K,, = K, (%) given by
sn(c) = f;n(c) is continuous, and c o s, is the identity on K,. This completes the
proof that .%; is an admissible family, and of the lemma. O

3.4. Proof of the Sensitive Dependence of Geometric Gibbs States as-
suming the Main Theorem. Let K; be the constant given by the Main The-
orem with R = 80, and let 74 > 0 and the family of quadratic-like maps %
be given by Lemma 3.9 for this choice of Ky. Putting Ag := B(—2,74), we have
Fo = (J/“;)AGAO. On the other hand, .% is uniform with constants Ky and 80, and
admissible by Lemma 3.9. Fix a sufficiently large integer n for which the conclu-
sions of the Main Theorem are satisfied with .# = o, and let (f¢).eq4,—yv and A
be as in the statement of the Main Theorem. Given ¢ in {+, =}, denote by ()

the unique parameter in Ay such that f)\(s) = f¢. By Lemma 3.9, the param-
eter A(s) is real. Then we prove the Sensitive Dependence of Geometric Gibbs
States with A = {\(s) | s € {+, —}"}.
Put
Aqp = sup A(s) and A= inf A(g).
se{+, " se{+,—"

Let (Be¢)een be a sequence of inverse temperatures such that 8y — +oo as £ — +o0.
Replacing (8¢)¢en by a subsequence if necessary, assume that 81 > Agup, and that
for every £ in N we have

(34) ﬂf+1 > Asup (_@ + 2> .
Ainf
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For each ¢ in N put m(¢) := | B¢/Asup |, and note that m(1) > 1 and that

Perr > Be

>
m(g + 1) N Asup Ainf

+1>m(f) +1.

Fix a sequence ¢, = (so(m))men in {4+, —}", let Ao in Ag be such that Fro = fo,s
and let € > 0 be given. Then there is £y > 1 such that for every ¢ := (¢(m))men
in {+,—}" such that for every m in [0,m(fy) — 1] we have ¢(m) = ¢,(m), the
parameter A\ in Ay such that fA = f, satisfies |[A — Ag| < e. Let ¢ be the unique
such sequence, such that in addition for every even (resp. odd) integer £ > {g + 1,
and every m in [m(£), m(¢) + 1], we have ¢(m) = + (resp. ¢(m) = —).

For every integer ¢ > ¢y + 1, we have

Bé > Asupm(g) 2 A(g)m(f),

and by (3.4)

AQm(e+1) = 1) 2 e (52 -2) 2 51

This proves that S, is in [A(s)m(€), A(s)(m(€ + 1) — 1)]. Since by definition of ¢ for
every £ > {y we have

s(m(f)) = -+ = <(m(f+1) = 1),
and since ¢(m(¢)) alternates between + and — according to whether ¢ is even or
odd, the Main Theorem implies the desired assertion for the map f\ = f.

4. THE GEOMETRIC PEIERLS CONDITION, AND UNIFORM ESTIMATES

In this section we introduce the Geometric Peierls condition, and give a criterion
for maps in a uniform family to satisfy this condition with uniform constants. We
also make other uniform estimates that are used in the rest of the paper, which are
mostly deduced from analogous estimates for quadratic maps in [CRL13].

To state the Geometric Peierls condition, we introduce some notation. For every
normalized quadratic-like map f, put

Xesi(F) = lim nf =~ log | Df"(£(0))]

Let .# be a uniform family of quadratic-like maps, n an integer satisfying n > 5,
and f a map in IC,,(%). Put

Vi = Pra1(0) = [ (Pra(B(f))):

and

D :={w e C\Vy | f™(w) € Vy for some m € N}.
For w in D’ denote by m(w) the least m in N such that f™(w) € Vy, and call it the
first landing time of w to Vy. The first landing map to Vy is the map Ly: Dy — Vy
defined by L(w) = fms ) (w).
Definition 4.1 (Geometric Peierls Condition). Let # be a uniform family of
quadratic-like maps, let n be an integer satisfying n > 5, and f a map in K, (F).
Given £ > 0 and v > 0, a quadratic-like map f in .# satisfies the Geometric Peierls
Condition with constants k and v, if for every z in L;l(Vf) we have

(4.1) [DLs(2)| = £ exp((Xerit(f)/2 + v)my(2)).
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Remark 4.2. The analogy between (4.1) and the usual Peierls conditions for contour
models is as follows. We use the terminology in [Sin82, II]. As usual, the one-point
interaction energy corresponds to the geometric potential — log |D f|. The (orbit of
the) critical point z = 0 of f plays the role of the unique ground state. In contrast to
the usual Peierls condition for contour models where the ground state is assumed
to be supported on a periodic configuration, it is crucial for the Main Theorem
to allow the orbit of 0 to be nonperiodic. However, we do require later that the
Lyapunov exponent lim, ;o = log|Df™(f(0))| exists, so that the “liminf” that
defines xcrit(f) is actually a limit. Consider an initial condition w near the critical
point 0 of f. Following the definition of the boundary of a configuration [Sin82, II,
Definition 2.2], we see that for the “boundary” of w with respect to 0 to be finite,
it is enough to assume that for some integer 7 > 1 we have f7(w) = f7(0). The
orbit of w shadows that of 0 up to a certain time ¢, so that the derivatives of f¢~*
at f(w) and at f(0) are comparable. After time ¢, the orbit of w can be significantly
different from that of 0. To simplify, assume that the point z defined by z := f*(w)
satisfies L¢(z) = 0, so we have

fiAms@ ) = fmeE(2) = Li(z) = 0,

and therefore the boundary of w with respect to 0 is bounded from above by m(z).
Up to a uniform distortion constant, the Hamiltonian at z relative to w is equal to

_ log |Df€+mf(z)(w)| . (_f + mf(Z)

2

xcmm) ~ ~log| DL + "Ly (1) 1

Thus, condition (4.1) becomes Peierls condition as in [Sin82, II, Definition 2.3].*

The following is a criterion for the Geometric Peierls Condition. For future
reference, it is stated in a slightly stronger form than what is needed for this paper.

Proposition 4.3. For every v > 0 satisfying v < %10g2 and every R > 0, there
are constants K1 > 1, n1 > 6, and k1 > 0, such that the following property holds.
If the family of quadratic-like maps & is uniform with constants K1 and R, then
for every integer n > nq, every element f of IC,,(F) satisfies the Geometric Peierls
Condition with constants k1 and v. Furthermore, we have

X£(BU)) > Xerit (f) + 20, Xexit (f) > 20, and x¢(p(f)) < x5 (0" (f)) + %

Roughly speaking, to prove the geometric Peierls condition we show that xeit(f) ~ log2
(Lemma 4.7), and that for every z in L;l(Vf) we have L;(z) ~ 2™/(2). Assuming
that the dilatation constant of the uniform family is sufficiently close to 1, we
derive these estimates from the analogous estimates for the quadratic map f.(s) es-
tablished in [CRL13|. This is done with the help of the uniform geometric estimates
established in §4.1.

After some uniform geometric estimates in §4.1, the proof of Proposition 4.3 is
given in §4.2. In §4.3 we make various uniform estimates.

T Here we replaced log |D ™+ () (0)] (= —o0) by (L4+mys(2))Xeris(f)/2, which is what appears
naturally in several estimates, see for example Lemmas 4.10 and 5.3.

HTo follow the analogy, we should require the constant x to be larger than the implicit distor-
tion constant in the computation above. Later on we compensate a possible small value of kK by
assuming that the map f is in Kn(F) for a sufficiently large integer n.
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4.1. Uniform geometric estimates. In this subsection we use Mori’s theorem
on the modulus of continuity of normalized quasi-conformal maps, to obtain some
preliminary estimates for quadratic-like maps in a given uniform family.

Lemma 4.4. Given K > 1 and R > 0 there is a constant C7 > 1 such that
for every uniform family F of quadratic-like maps with constants K and R, the
following property holds for every f in % and w in X;:

(4.2) Oy w| < [f(w) = FO)I? < C ).

Moreover, if in addition w is in Xz, then

(4:3) CyHw| < [Df (w)| < Cylul,

(4.4) CyHD fopy (W7 ()X < [Df(w)] < Ci|D fo(py (b} (w))] %

The proof of this lemma is after the following one.

Lemma 4.5. For each R > 0 there is a constant Co > 1 such that the following
property holds. Let K > 1 be given, and let h be a K-quasi-conformal homeo-
morphism of C that is holomorphic outside cl(B(0, R)) and that is tangent to the
identity at infinity. Then for every z and z' in B(0,2R) we have

Cy )z — 21K < |h(z) = h(z)| < Calz — 2'| .
Proof. Replacing h by h—h(0) if necessary, assume h(0) = 0. Put D := h(B(0,2R)),
let ¢: D — B(0,2R) be a bi-holomorphic map fixing z = 0, and note that ¢ o

h|B(o,2r) is a K-quasi-conformal homeomorphism of B(0,2R) fixing z = 0. Thus,
Mori’s theorem implies that for every z and 2’ in B(0,2R), we have

(4.5) (1652RE"1H7z — 21K <|poh(z) — po h(2)|
<16(2R)' % |z — 2/ |V/K,

see for example [Ahl66, p. 47]. It remains to estimate the distortion of ¢ on D. Note

first that the holomorphic function g: B (0, R™*) \ {0} — C defined by g(¢) == h (¢}) !
extends holomorphically to ( = 0, and that the extension, also denoted by g, satis-
fies g(0) = 0 and Dg(0) = 1. By Koebe’s 1-theorem and the version of the Koebe
Distortion theorem in [CG93, Theorem 1.6], we have

B(0,(8R)™") c g(B(0,(2R)™")) c B(0,2R™"),
and therefore,

B(0,R/2) c D C B(0,8R).

By Schwarz’ Lemma and Koebe’s %-theorem we have 1 < |Dg(0)| < 4. Next
we show that ¢ has a univalent extension to D := h(B(0,4R)). Note first that ¢
extends continuously to cl(D), since 9D is a Jordan curve; we denote this extension
also by ¢. Consider the holomorphic involution ¢ of A := h (B(0,4R) \ cI(B(0, R)))
defined by t(w) == h(4R2/h~(w)). Let $: D — C be the function that coincides
with ¢ on cl(D), and that for z in D\cl(D) is given by $(z) := 4R?/¢(u(z)). Then $
is homeomorphism from D to B (0,4R), and by Schwarz reflection principle it is
holomorphic. By the Koebe Distortion Theorem, there is a universal constant A > 1
independent of h such that for every distinct z and 2’ in B(0,2R) we have

o0 h(z) = o h(z')]

(48)7 < ATHDR(0)] < e

< A|Dy(0)] < 4A.
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Together with (4.5), this proves the desired chain of inequalities with Cy = 16 - 2R - 4A.
O

Proof of Lemma 4.4. Let Cy > 0 be the constant given by Lemma 4.5. Then

1

D= sup diam(f()A(f)) < Cs | sup diam(fc()?c)) < 400.
feF ceX

Observe that, since )A(f C f()A(f) and since )A(f contains 0, for every w in )A(f we
have |w| < D.
On the other hand, since for ¢ in X the sets
X, ={2€C|Ge(z) =1} and 0X.={z€C|G.(z)=2}
are disjoint and depend continuously with ¢, we have

roi= iandist(BXc,B)/fc) > 0.
ceX

In particular, for every ¢ in X the set X, contains B(0,r). Combined with Lemma 4.5
this implies that, if we put 7 := (r/C2)¥, then for every f in .# and w in X the
set X, contains B(w, 7).

To prove (4.2), note that for every f in % and w in X; we have
(4.6) [w® +w’Ry(w)| = | f(w) — f(0)| < diam(f(X;)) < D,
and therefore |w3Rs(w)| < D + D% So, if we put R := (D + D?)/73, then the
maximum principle implies |Ry| < R on B(0,7). Letting 7o := min {7”, 1/(2?%)},
for every w in B(0,7y) we have lwRy(w)| < 1/2, and therefore

L_[fw) - FO)| 3

2~ w? —2
Let w in )/ff \ B(0,79) be given and put z := h;l(w). Applying Lemma 4.5 twice
and using h¢(0) = 0 we obtain

[f(w) = FO)] = [hs (fep)(2) = by (Fer ) O] = O [ fepy (2) = fery (0)1F
_ 02—K|Z|2K > 02—K—2K2|w|2K2 > CQ—K—2K2;,\3K2'
Together with (4.6) these estimates imply (4.2) with
1
Cy = max {2, CRT2K? 252K ﬁﬁ} :

To prove (4.3) and (4.4), note first that by Schwarz’ Lemma for every w in B(0,7/2)
we have |DRy(w)| < 2R/7. Then, putting 7 := min {?, 1/(10?2)}, for every w
in B(0,71) we have [3wRs(w) + w?DRs(w)| < 1/2, so

3 | DI 5
2~ w -2
Let w in X, \ B(0,71) be given. Using that B(w,7) is contained in )A(f and

the definition of D, Schwarz’ lemma implies |Df(w)|/|w| < (D/7)/71. To esti-
mate |Df(w)|/|w| from below, put

z = h;l(w),rl = min{C, *7¥ r}, and B(z):= B(z,m).
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By Lemma 4.5 we have r1 < |2], 50 f5) is injective on B(z). By Koebe’s %—theorem,
the set fo(s)(B(z)) contains

B(fer)(2); D fecpy(2)Ir1/4),

and therefore B(f.(s)(2),73/2). By Lemma 4.5 we have
hy(B(z)) C B (w czr%)

and
B(w) = B(f(w),C5 ¥ (11 /2)%) C hy(fu()(B(2)))-

Thus, if we put € :== C;l_K2’KTfK7%, then Schwarz’ lemma applied to f*1|]§(w)
implies
[Df(w)| _ &

|w D
This completes the proof of (4.3) with C; equal to C' = max{3, D/(#r ), D/c}.
Combined with Lemma 4.5 this last estimate implies,

|IDf(w)] > e and

Y

c-! K c-! K _ A-1 ~—1
(WD) S DLy (N = L oK < g = G
(2C) C.
2

=~ -~ -~ 1 50 1
< |Df(w)| < Clu| = Clhs(2)] < COolal* = S2ID iy (2)] ¥,

This proves (4.4) with C; = C'(2Cs)¥, and completes the proof of the lemma. [

4.2. Proving the Geometric Peierls Condition. In this subsection we prove
Proposition 4.3. The proof is given after a couple of lemmas.

Lemma 4.6. Given K > 1 and R > 0 there is a constant C3 > 1 such that
for every uniform family of quadratic-like maps % with constants K and R, every
integer n > 6, and every [ in K,(F), the following property holds. Let w be
a point in Xy and m > 1 an integer such that f™ maps a neighborhood of w
biholomorphically onto Pf1(0). Then

C5H D (h7 (W) F < [DF™(w)| < Cs|Df2s) (A (w))| K.

Proof. Let Cy be the constant given by Lemma 4.5. From the proof of [CRL13,
Lemma 5.4], we have

E:= inf diam(F;:1(0)) > 0.
il i (Poa(0)

1
We prove the lemma with C3 = C37XZX X, Let w be as in the statement of
the lemma. By hypothesis, there is a neighborhood W of w that is mapped bi-
holomorphically onto Py1(0) by f™. Take arbitrary points v and v in W, and
put

z = h;l(w),:zr = h;l(u), and y == h;l(v).
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By Lemma 4.5, we have

[f™ () = )] [f" () = f™ (R (9)]

lu — | B lhy(z) = hy(y)l
1
< O1+K et (@) = Filpn W)

- |z —y| ¥

1 @) = T W1
= O3\ (0) = fiip ) =D

1 m.(x) —
< O3 diam (P g, (0)) % el ) ~ 1 )

K

|z —y|*

Since u and v are arbitrary points of W, we conclude that

[Df™(w)| < G+ diam(R:(f),l(O)) “EIDfR (I
1
< ClJrK i7d K|D c(j)( )|K
The proof of the other inequality follows similar arguments. O

Lemma 4.7. For every K > 1, R > 0, and € > 0 there is an integer ng > 5 such
that for every uniform family of quadratic-like maps % with constants K and R,
the following property holds. For every integer n > na, and every f in K, (F), we
have

(4.8) K11 —¢)log2 < Xerit(f) < K(1 4+ ¢)log?2,
and for every periodic point p of f in hy(Acy)), we have
(4.9) K11 —e)log2 < xs(p) < K(1+4¢)log2.

Proof. Let Cs be the constant given by Lemma 4.6.

Combining [CRL13, Lemma 4.2] and [CRL13, Lemma 5.3] with m; = 4, we
conclude that there are constants 60 > 0 and ng > 3 such that for each integer n >
no and each parameter ¢ in IC,,, we have for every z in A. and every integer m > 1,

Co 12079m < IDfI'(2)] < G2+,
Note that f(c) is in A., so we can take z = f(c¢) above. Noting that for ev-
ery f in K,(%) and every integer k > 1 the map f3* maps a neighborhood
of hy (f:(J;)l(O)) = f"*1(0) biholomorphically onto Pf 1(0) (cf., [CRL13, Lemma 5.1]),
by Lemma 4.6 for every integer m > 1 we have
O IOK2K(1+5 < |Dfm(fn+1( ))| < 0365(2K(1+5)m,
and
O G 2K 0tam < D (p)| < CyCl 2K +am,

Taking logarithms, dividing by m, and letting m — 400, we conclude the proof of
the lemma. (|

Proof of Proposition 4.3. Let € > 0 be sufficiently small so that

a<2 1 v and € < v
(2 _Y ) an Y
3\2 log2 8log?2’
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and let K7 > 1 be sufficiently close to 1 so that

,_(1—e Ki(l+e¢)
Ky 2

Let no be given by Lemma 4.7 for this value of €. In view of Proposition 2.3 and
of the formula Df_5(8(—2)) = 4, we can take ny larger if necessary so that for
every integer n > ng and every parameter ¢ in IC,, we have x¢(8(f)) > (1 —¢)log4.
Assume .7 is uniform with constants R and K, and let C3 be the constant given
by Lemma 4.6 with K = K;. Note that C3 depends on R and v only.

By Lemma 4.7, for every integer n > ny and every f in K, (%) we have (4.8)
with K replaced by K;. On the other hand, by [CRL13, Proposition B] there
are k1 > 0 and n; > 4, such that for every integer n > ny, every parameter ¢ in K,
and every z in L;1(V,), we have

|DLo(2)| > Ry 2(79)me(®),

Noting that for each f in K, (.%) and each w in L;I(Vf) the map f™(*) maps a
neighborhood of w biholomorphically onto Py 1(0), by Lemma 4.6 we have

1—
= >log2>u>4<K1(1+€)— K8)10g2.
1

IDLg(w)| > Cyrlr2 ™),

Noting that by definition of v" we have

1 Kq(1+¢)

K —92 2 eXp(Ul) 2 eXp(Xcrit(f)/2 + U/)v
inequality (4.8) implies the first assertion of the proposition with

2

n1 = min{ng, N1} and K = Cgﬁ{ﬁ.

It remains to prove the inequalities. The second inequality follows from (4.8),
and the definition of v’. To prove the third inequality, note that by (4.8) and the
definition of v/, we have

1 v
) =t () < (i e) - (-2 g2 < 3,
To prove the first inequality, note that by Lemma 4.6 and our choice of no, we have

s (B(f)) = Kilxm (Ble(f)) =

Combined with (4.8) and the definition of v, this implies

Xr(B(f)) = Xexie(f) = <1I;E a K1(12jL :

This concludes the proof of the proposition. O

1—¢

log 4.
1

) log4 = 20" > 2v.

4.3. Uniform estimates. In this subsection we prove various uniform estimates.
Throughout this subsection we fix a uniform family of quadratic-like maps %, with
constants K and R.

Lemma 4.8. There is a constant A1 > 1 that only depends on K and R, such that
for each f in Pa(F) the following properties hold for each integer k > 2: For each

point y in Pri(B(f)) or in Pri(B(f)) we have
ATHDF(BUNIT < IDSH(y)] < Ad|DF(B))I™
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Proof. The proof follows the same lines that [CRL13, Lemma 3.6], and we only
need to check that some constants are finite and others are positive. Let C; be
the constant given by Lemma 4.4, and let C5 be that given by Lemma 4.5. By the
proof of [CRL13, Lemma 3.6] we have

Zp:= sup sup  |Dfe(2)] < +o0,
CGPO(*Q)ZGPC l(ﬁ(c))
Zo = inf |Dfe(2)] >0,

cEPa(—2) zePc 1(6(0))

and

E3: inf  mod(Peo(B(c)) \ cl(Pe1(B(c)))) > 0.

C€P2(72)

By Lemmas 4.4 and 4.5, we have

~ 1

E1:= sup sup |Df(w)] < CLEF < 400,
FEPo(F) wePra(B(1))

= inf |Df(w)| > CTIEKN > 0,

feP2(ZF) wePf 1(ﬁ(f

and since for every f in .# the conjugacy hy is K-quasi-conformal

an

si= it mod(Pro(B(f) \ el(Pri(A(1))) 2 s > 0.

FEP2(F)

Let A > 1 be the constant given by Koebe Distortion Theorem with A = Z5. The
desired inequalities with Ay = AH1H2 follow from the fact that f*~! maps each
of the sets Py 1 (B(f)) and Py (3(f)) biholomorphically to Py.1(3(f)). O

For a parameter ¢ in Ps(—2) the external rays R.(7/24) and R.(17/24) land
at the point v(c) in P.1(0), see [CRL13, Section 3.3]. Let U. be the open disk
containing —f(c) that is bounded by the equipotential 2 and by

R.(7/24) U {~(c)} U R.(17/24).
Put WC = f-1(U.), and for every n > 3 and every f in K,(%) put /V[7f =
hy(Wes)-
Lemma 4.9 (Uniform distortion bound). There is a constant As > 1 that only
depends on K and R, such that for each integer n > 4, and each f in K, (F)

the following properties hold: For each integer m > 1 and each connected compo-
nent W of f=™(P,1(0)) on which f™ is univalent, f™ maps a neighborhood of W

biholomorphically to Wy and the distortion of this map on W is bounded by A,.

Proof. We follow the proof of [CRL13, Lemma 4.3]. From that proof we have that
for each parameter ¢ in P4(—2) the set W, contains the closure of P, ;(0) and

A= inf d(W,\ cl(P.1(0))) > 0.
ce;g(_Z)mO( \ el(P.1(0)))

Since for every f in % the conjugacy hy is K-quasi-conformal, we have

A= inf d(We \ cl(Ps 1(0))) >
jomf  mo (Wi \ cl(Pr1(0))) >

> 0.

S
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By [CRL13, Lemma 4.2], f™ maps a neighborhood of h;l(W) biholomorphically
to /Wc(f). By conjugacy, f™ maps a neighborhood of W biholomorphically to ﬁ/\f.
The conclusion follows from Koebe Distortion Theorem with 4 = A. O

Lemma 4.10. There is a constant Cy > 1 that only depends on K and R, such
that for each integer n > 4 and each [ in K, (F), the following properties hold for
each integer ¢ > 1: For each open set W that is mapped biholomorphically to Py 1(0)
by f?, and each x in W, we have

IDf(2)] > O DFI7(f(2))| 2.

Proof. We follow the proof of [CRL13, Lemma 5.4]. Let C; be the constant given
by Lemma 4.4, and let C be that given by Lemma 4.5. Let A; > 1 and Ay > 1
be the constants given by Lemmas 4.8 and 4.9, respectively. From the proof of
[CRL13, Lemma 5.4], we have

E1:= inf diam(P.1(0)) >0 and Zy:= sup |Df.(8(c))| < 400,
c€Pa(-2) c€Pa(=2)

and that for each ¢ in P3(—2) the closure of P, 1(0) is contained in W, and

= ot mod(W, \ cl(P,1(0))) > 0.

Since for every f in .% the conjugacy hy is K-quasi-conformal, we have

5= inf AT\ d(Pr1(0)) > 22 > 0
3 fegi(g)m( 5\ el(Pra(0))) 2 2= > 0,

and by Lemma 4.5 and inequality (4.4), we have

[

= inf diam(P;1(0)) > C;5K=K >0
V= nf iam(Py1(0)) > Cy " =)

and

(11>

2= sup |Df(B(f))] < CL1E5F < +oo.
FEPL(F)

Let n > 4 be a integer and f in K, (%). Note that f? maps a neighborhood W
of W biholomorphically to Wy (Lemma 4.9). So, if we put W’ := f(W), then f(0)
is not in W’ and f9=! maps W’ biholomorphically to W; in particular we have

mod(W' \ cl(f(W))) = mod(W \ cl(Py1(0))) > Zs.

Thus there is a constant A; > 0 independent of n, f and ¢ such that for every x
in W, we have

|f(x) = £(0)] > dist(f(W), £(0)) > dist(f(W),0W") > Ay diam(f(W))

(¢f., [LVT73, Teichmiiller’s module theorem, II, §1.3]). Thus, if we put Ay =
C;2%(A1A7'Z1)Y2, then by Lemmas 4.4 and 4.9 with m = ¢ — 1 and with W
replaced by f(W), we have

IDf(@)| = Cr?AY? diam(f(W))!/2 = 45| DF= (f(2)| /2.

This proves the lemma with constant Cy = A5 O
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Lemma 4.11. There are constants Cs > 0 and vi > 0 that only depend on K
and R, such that for every f in Ps(F), every £ in N, and every connected compo-
nent W of g;Z(Pf)l(O)), we have

max{diam(W), diam(f(W)), diam(f?(W))} < Cs exp(—v1£).

Proof. Let K > 1 and R > 0 be the constants of the family .%. For this R, let Cs be
the constant of Lemma 4.5. By [CRL15a, Lemma 2.4] there are constants Cj) > 0
and v > 0 such that for every ¢ in P5(—2), every ¢ in N, and every connected
component W’ of g-¢(P.1(0)), we have

diam(W') < C{ exp(—uvyl).

Put

o= inf dist(Y.UY., OP.1(0)) > 0,
0 il A 1)

Z1:= sup diam({z € C|G.(z) <2}) < 400,
CE’P[)(*Q)
and Cp = max{C}, =, 2,0}, Fix ¢ in Ps(—2), £ in N, and a connected compo-
nent W’ of g-*(P..1(0)). For every w in Y, UY, define the holomorphic maps
(2) = fe(w) f2(z) = f2(w)
w

z'—>fc and z —
z— z—w

on X.. Notice that for z in 9P, 1(0) both maps are bounded from above by EalEl.
By the maximun principle for every z and w in Y. UY, we have

max{|fe(z) — fo(w)],[f2(2) = f2(w)[} < E5'Ealz — wl.
In particular,

max{diam(W’), diam(f.(W")), diam(f2(W'))} < Cy exp(—vht).
1
From Lemma 4.5 by putting Cs := C2C{ and v; := v{j/ K, we conclude the proof
of the lemma. O

5. ESTIMATING THE GEOMETRIC PRESSURE FUNCTION

The aim of this section is to prove Proposition I, stated at the beginning of §5.2.
For a uniform family, this proposition allows us to control the geometric pressure
function with the itinerary of the critical point. We achieve this aim using an in-
ducing scheme and by adapting a similar result for quadratic maps [CRL13, Propo-
sition D]. The general scheme of this adaptation is the following. The arguments
in the original proof can be grouped into 3 types. Purely combinatorial arguments
depending only on the combinatorics of the Yoccoz puzzle. Geometric estimates of
the sizes of the puzzle pieces. An estimate of the derivative of the first landing map
to a neighborhood of the critical point and an estimate of the Lyapunov exponent
of the critical value. In the adaptation, the combinatorial arguments follow directly
from the conjugacy, and the geometric estimates follow from the Holder continuity
of the conjugacy (cf., Lemma 4.5). The third type of arguments use the Geometric
Peierls condition in a crucial way. This condition is introduced in Definition 4.1,
and it is used in Propositions I, II and 5.6, and in Lemmas 5.4 and 5.5.

In §5.1 we introduce an inducing scheme, and we prove a result on the existence
of conformal measures and equilibrium states (Proposition 5.2) that is analogous to
general results in [PRL11]. In §5.2 we state Proposition I, and prove a Bowen type
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formula, and other general properties of the geometric pressure function. Finally,
the proof of Proposition I is given in §5.3.

Throughout this section we fix a uniform family of quadratic-like maps .%, with
constants K and R.

5.1. Inducing scheme. In this subsection we introduce the inducing scheme to
estimate the geometric pressure function for maps in K, (%).
Let n be an integer satisfying n >5 and let f be in K,(%#). Recall that
Vi = Pyn+1(0), and put
Dy ={z€ V| f"(z) € Vy for some m > 1}.

For w in Dy put my(w) == min{m € N | f™(w) € V;}, and call it the first return
time of w to V¢. The first return map to V¢ is defined by
Ff: Df — Vf
w = Fr(w) = fmr)(w).

It is easy to see that Dy is a disjoint union of puzzle pieces; so each connected
component of Dy is a puzzle piece. Note furthermore that in each of these puzzle
pieces W, the return time function my is constant; denote the common value of m¢
on W by m¢(W).

Throughout the rest of this subsection we put V; := Py 4(0). The proof of the

following lemma is the same as for [CRL13, Lemma 6.1]. The reason is that the
combinatorics and Koebe space are preserved by the conjugacy.

Lemma 5.1 (Uniform distortion bound). There is a constant Az > 1 that only
depends on K and R, such that for each integer n > 5, and each f in K,(F) the
following property holds: For every connected component W of Dy the map Fy|w is
univalent and its distortion is bounded by As. Furthermore, the inverse of Frlw ad-

mits a univalent extension to ‘A/j taking images in Vy. In particular, Fy is uniformly
expanding with respect to the hyperbolic metric on Vy.

Denote by D the collection of connected components of Dy and if ¢(f) is real
denote by CDD} the sub-collection of ®¢ of those sets intersecting I(f). For each W

in ®y denote by ¢w: XA/f — Vy the extension of Ff|; given by Lemma 5.1. Given
an integer £ > 1 we denote by Ey ¢ (resp. E%) the set of all words of length ¢ in

the alphabet © (resp. CDD}). Again by Lemma 5.1, for each integer ¢ > 1 and each
word Wy --- W, in E; , the composition

Gwy W, = Qwy O -0 D,
is defined on \7j We also put
mp(Wy---We) i=mp(Wi) + -+ +myp(Wy).
For t,p in R and an integer £ > 1 put
t
Zit,p) = Y exp(—mp(W)p) (sup{|Déw (2)| | = € Vy})

WeEy,
and

Zitp) = Y exp(—ms(W)p) (sup{|Dow ()| | = € V¢})".
WEET,
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For a fixed ¢ and p in R the sequence

1 oo 1 e
<— log Zz(t,p)> resp. (— log Zf(t,p))
¢ =1 ¢ =1

converges to the pressure function of Fy (resp. Ff|p,nr(s)) for the potential
—tlog |DFy| — pmy; we denote it by &¢(t, p) (resp. 9$(t,p)). On the set where it
is finite, the function & (resp. 9]]13) so defined is continuous and strictly decreasing
in each of its variables.

Given ¢t > 0 and p in R, a finite measure z on C that is supported on the maximal
invariant set of F|p,nr (resp. F) is (t,p)-conformal for Fy, if for every W in D
(resp. D7), and every Borel subset U of W NR (resp. W), we have

(V) = explom; (W) | |DF|"d
Note that in this case we have
(5.1)  exp(—pm(W)) inf |DFy(=)|~* < (W)
< exp(—pmy(W)) sup [DFy(2)| ™

Proposition 5.2. Let n > 5 be an integer, f in K, (%), and t > 0 such that
(5.2) PRt PR(t) =0 (resp. Py(t, Py(t)) =0).

Then there is a (t,P}R(t))—conformal (resp. (t, Py(t))-conformal) probability mea-
sure i for Fy, and there is a probability measure p that is invariant by Fy, absolutely
continuous with respect to [, and whose density satisfies

_ dp
(5.3) AP < T < AL
If in addition

(5.4) Y my(W)-exp(=ms(W)PF(t)) sup |DFy(w)|™*
WG@I} weWnNR

resp. y_ my(W) - exp(—mys(W)Py(t)) sup |[DFy(w)| ™"

weD, wew
is finite, then the measure
my(W)—1 my(W)—
Z Z p|WmR resp. Z Z Pt|W)
weof  j=0 WeDy  j=0

is finite and the probability measure proportional to p is the unique equilibrium state

of flicyy (resp. flicp)) for the potential —tlog|D f|.

Proof. The proof is standard, refer to [PRL11, §4] for precisions. The existence of
the conformal measure follows from the same arguments given in [PRL11, Theo-
rem A in §4 and Proposition 4.3]. To construct an absolutely continuous invariant
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measure, let £ > 1 be an integer, and let W be a word in Ef,. Then by Lemma 5.1
and (5.1), for every integer £/ > 1 we have in the complex case

AE S (ow(Vi) = > fi(dw o dw(Vy))

E,GEJ:Y@/

> Aew (V) > exp(-myW)Pr(®) _inf Doy ()l
WIEE, z€¢w (Vy)

> Ay Rlew(Ve) D Hi(dw (Vy))

EIEEJ:Y@/
= A5 (ow (Vy))-
A similar argument shows that ﬁ(F;e,(¢m(Vf))) < ALfi(¢w (Vy)). Analogous in-
equalities also hold in the real case. Since these inequalities hold for every ¢ > 1, and

every W in Ey 4, it follows that any weak* accumulation measure of (% I;;é (F,c)fiﬁ)

is an invariant probability measure satisfying the desired properties.
To prove the last statement, note that by (5.1) and (5.3), our hypothesis (5.4)
implies that

> mpW)EW) [resp. Y mp(W)p(W)

WeDk WeDy

is finite, so the measure p is finite. The last statement of the proposition follows as
in the proof of [CRL13, Proposition AJ. O

5.2. Estimating the 2 variables pressure function. The following is our main
tool to estimate the 2 variables pressure function, in order to verify the hypotheses
of Proposition 5.2.

Proposition I. Let kK > 0 and v > 0 be given. Then there are ng > 5 and Cg > 1
that only depend on K, R, k, and v, such that for every integer n > ns, and every f
in Kn(F) satisfying the Geometric Peierls Condition with constants k and v, the
following properties hold for each t > 2log2/v.

1. For p in [—txeit(f)/2,0) satisfying
+oo
> exp(=(n+ 3k)p)[ D (F(O)? = G,
k=0
we have P (t,p) > 0 and Pf(t) > p. If in addition the sum above is finite,
then P (t,p) is finite.
2. Forp > —txait(f)/2 satisfying

+oo
3 exp(—(n+ 3k)p)| DI (F(0) Y2 < Gy,
k=0

we have Zf(t,p) < 0 and Ps(t) < p.
3. For p > —txerit([f)/2 satisfying

+oo
>~ k-exp(—(n+3k)p)[ DS (£(0)] 72 < 4o,
k=0

k=1
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we have

> myp(W) - exp(—m;(W)p) sup |DFy(z)| ™" < +oc.
WeD, zeW
The proof of this proposition is given in §5.3. In the rest of this subsection
we prove 2 results that are used in the proof of the proposition above. The first
is a Bowen type formula relating P}R (resp. Py) to the 2 variables pressure func-
tion of Fy (Proposition II). The second is a lower bound for the pressure function
(Proposition IIT).

Proposition II (Bowen type formula). For every x > 0, every v > 0, every
integer n > 5, and every [ in K,(F) satisfying the Geometric Peierls Condition
with constants k and v, we have for each t > 2log2/v,

Pf(t) = inf {p | ZF(t,p) <O} (resp. Py(t) = inf{p| Ps(t,p) <0}).

The proof of this proposition is at the end of the subsection. It uses several results
that are also used in the next subsection. The proof that the geometric pressure
function is smaller or equal than the infimum is simple and depends basically on
Lemma 5.1. The other inequality is much more involved. It requires the Geometric
Peierls condition, and a lower bound on the pressure function that we proceed to
state and prove.

Proposition ITI (Critical line). For every integer n > 5, and every f in K, (%),
we have

Xin = inf {/longfl du|pe %F} < Xerit (f)/2.
In particular, for each t > 0 we have
Py(t) > PF(t) = —txerie(f)/2-
The proof of this proposition is given after the following lemma.
Lemma 5.3. There is a constant C7 > 0 that only depends on K and R, such that
for each integer n > 5 and each f in K, (F), the following property holds: For every
integer k > 0 there is a connected component W of Dy contained in Pt pny351+2(0),
such that h;l(W) intersects R, and such that my(W) =n+ 3k + 3 and
sup | DFy(z)| < Cr|D "+ (f(0))]"/2.
zeW

Proof. We follow the proof of [CRL13, Lemma 6.3]. Let Cy be the constant given
by Lemma 4.4 and let Cy be the constant given by Lemma 4.5. Let As > 1
and Az > 1 be the constants given by Lemmas 4.9 and 5.1, respectively. From the
proof of [CRL13, Lemma 6.3], we have

Zo:= sup diam(P.1(0)) <400
C€P4(72)

and

[1]
\

1:= sup sup |Df2(2)| < +o0.
cEP4(—2) z€P.,1(0)

By Lemma 4.5 and inequality (4.4), we have

~ 1
Zo:= sup diam(Ps1(0)) < C2EF < 400,
FEP4(F)
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and

~ 2
Ep = sup sup |Df%(2)| < C?EF < +o0.
FEP4(F) 2€Pf,1(0)

Fix an integer n > 5, f in K,,(.%), and an integer k > 0. By the proof of [CRL13,
Lemma 6.3 there is a connected component W of D¢y contained in P, ¢y, n43142(0),

that intersects R, and such that ms)(W) = n+3k+3. The set W= h (W) verifies
the desired properties of the lemma. To finish the proof it remains to prove the
inequality.

Let zg; be the unique point in W such that f"3¥%3(2) = 0. Then f7 351 (25)

belongs to Py 1(0), so by definition of Zy we have

(5:5) R eg) = fER(F(0)] < diam(Pr,1(0)) < Eo.

Since [ maps P.pn41(c) biholomorphically to P.1(0) and f(c) € A, it follows

that f2*3% maps P.,i3r+1(c) biholomorphically to P.1(0), and the same holds

for 73k and the sets P, iax+1(f(0)) and Pf1(0); so the distortion of fr+3k

on Py n436+1(f(0)) is bounded by Ay (Lemma 4.9) and for each point y in Py 43541 (f(0))
we have

(5.6) ASHDFER(F(0))] < [DFF(y)| < Ao DFFF(£(0))).
Together with (5.5) this implies that,
£ (z5) = FO)] < AsZo| D" (£(0)]
and by Lemma 4.4,
IDf ()| < CEAZ5/ % (D" (£ (0))] 72,
Combined with (5.6) with y = f(z), this implies
(D" ()| < CRAZPES DR (02,
Putting C7 = C%Ag,élAg/Qgé/Q, we get by Lemma 5.1

sup [DFy(2)| < Ag|Df" 353 (20
zeﬁ/\
< A3§1|DJM+3I€+1(ZW)|
< Cr|DFER(F(0))[M2.

O

Proof of Proposition III. The proof follows from Lemma 5.3 by constructing a se-
quence of measures supported in periodic points whose Lyapunov exponents con-
verge t0 Xerit(f). For details see the proof of [CRL13, Proposition 6.2]. O

Lemma 5.4. Let kK > 0 and v > 0 be given. Then there is Cs > 1 that only depends
on K, R, k, and v, such that for every integer n > 5, and every f in K,(F)
satisfying the Geometric Peierls Condition with constants k and v, the following
property holds: For every

t Z 210g2/vap 2 _t(Xcrit(f) + 2%)/27
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and y in Vy we have

Lip) =1+ > (mys(2) + 1) exp(—my(2)p)| DLy (2)| 7" < CL.
2L (y)

Proof. Fix k > 0 and v > 0, and put ¢y := 2log2/v. We prove the lemma with
Cs == max{1,x '} (1 — exp(log 2 — (2/3)Uf0))_2/t0 .

Fixn > 5and f in K, (%) satisfying the Geometric Peierls Condition with constants
k and v.

Fix t > to, p > —t(xeit(f)/2+v/2), and y in V. Since f satisfies the Geometric
Peierls Condition, for every z € L;l(y) we have

exp(—my(2)p)| DLy (2)| ™" < &7 exp(=(2/3)v - my(2)t).
On the other hand, for each integer m > 1 the set {z € L;l(y) | mg(z) = m} is
contained in f~"(y) and therefore it contains at most 2™ points. So, we have
+oo
Lip(y) <max{l,x '} > " (m+ 1) exp(m(log 2 — (2/3)vt)) < C§. 0
m=0
Lemma 5.5. Given an integer n > 5 and f in K,,(F), the following property holds
for every t in (0,+00) and every real number p: If 9$(t,p) >0 (resp. Py(t,p) >
0), then the series

+oo
(5.7) Zexp(—jp) > P

vefliiy(©
00 )
resp. » exp(—jp) > [Df(y)|"
Jj=1 yef=i(0)

diverges. On the other hand, if for some k > 0 and v > 0 the map f satisfies the
Geometric Peierls Condition with constants k and v, then for every

t>2log2/v and p > P}R(t) —t% (resp. p > Pp(t) —t%)
satisfying f@;lf(t,p) <0 (resp. P;(t,p) <0), the series above converges.

Proof. The proof of the first part of the lemma depends on Lemma 5.1 and it follows
the same lines that the first part of [CRL13, Lemma 6.5].

We prove the last assertion concerning f|;,; the arguments apply without change
to f|r(y). Fix some positive constants x and v and let Cg > 1 be given by Lemma 5.4
for the constants k and v. Let f be a map in .F satisfying the Geometric Peierls
Condition with constants x and v, and let

t >2log2/v and p > Ps(t) —t3
be such that &;(t,p) < 0. By Proposition III we have
P> —t(xerit(f) + 30)/2,
so t and p satisfy the hypotheses of Lemma 5.4. Given an integer m > 1 and a
point z in f~™(0) denote by £(z) the number of those j in {0,...,m — 1} such
that f7(z) is in Vy. In the case where z is not in Vy, this point is in the domain
of Ly and we have £(z) = 0 if and only L;(z) = 0. Moreover, if z is not in Vy
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and £(z) > 1, then L(z) is in the domain of Ff(z) and Ff(z)(Lf(z)) =0. So, if 2
is not in V; we have in all the cases, ' '

IDfP(2)| = |DF;E (Ly(2)| - |DLg(2)).

Then Lemma 5.4 and our hypothesis &7 (¢,p) < 0 imply that the series (5.7) is
bounded from above by

+oo
Lip(0)+ > > Lip(y)exp(—(ms(Ff~ (y)) + - -+ ms(y))p) [ DFf(y)| ™"
=1yer; (0

+oo
<t <1 + sz(t,p)> < +oo0.

£=0
O

Proof of Proposition II. We follow the proof of [CRL13, Proposition C].

We prove the assertion for f|(y); the arguments apply without change to f|;s).
Let As > 1 be given by Lemma 5.1. Let n > 5 be an integer and let f be in C,,(F).
We use that fact that for each ¢ > 0 we have

. 1 myoy|—
(5.8) Py (t) = limsup — log E |Df™(y)| 7",
m——4oo M —
yef~m(0)

see for example [PRLS04].
Fix t > 2log2/v. We use the fact that the function p — Z¢(t,p) is strictly
decreasing where it is finite, see §5.1. In particular, for each p satisfying

p < po = inf{p | P;(t,p) <0},

we have Z((t,p) > 0. Lemma 5.5 implies that for such p the series (5.7) diverges
and by (5.8) we have Ps(t) > p. It follows that, Ps(t) > po. To prove the reverse in-
equality, suppose by contradiction pg < Py(t) and let p be in the interval (po, Pr(t))
satisfying p > Py (t)—t4. Then Z;(t,p) < 0 and by Lemma 5.5 the series (5.7) con-
verges. Then (5.8) implies Ps(¢) < p and we obtain a contradiction that completes
the proof of the proposition. O

5.3. Proof of Proposition I. The final step in the proof of Proposition I is given
after the following proposition, which estimates the partition function of the induced
map in terms of the derivative of the iterates of the map at its critical value.

Let n > 4 be an integer and f in K, (.#). Since the critical point z = 0 does
not belong to Dy (cf., [CRL13, Lemma 4.2]), for each integer £ > 1, each connected
component of Dy intersecting Py (0) is contained in Py ,(0). Define the level of
a connected component W of Dy as the largest integer £ > 0 such that W is
contained in Pf,135+2(0). Given an integer k£ > 0 denote by D¢ the collection
of all connected components of Dy of level k; we have Dy = U;;’B Dk, and for
every W in @ we have m¢(W) > n+ 3k + 1.

Proposition 5.6. Let k > 0 and v > 0 be given. Then there are ng > 5 and Cy > 1
that only depend on K, R, k, and v, such that for every integer n > ny, and every f
in Kn(F) satisfying the Geometric Peierls Condition with constants k and v, the
following properties hold for each t > 2log2/v and each integer k > 0:
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1. For each p in (—c0,0), we have
S exp(-m(Wp) inf [DF(2)|”"
WG@f,kQQI}
> Cq " exp(—(n + 3k)p)|Df" T (£(0))| 72,
2. For each p > —tXeit(f)/2 — tv/3, we have

> exp(—my(W)p) sup [DFy(z)|™"
WeD i zeW

< > (mp(W) = (n+3k)) exp(—mys(W)p) sup |[DFy(z)| "
WEeD ;i zeW
< Cgexp(—(n+ 3k)p)| D f"+*(£(0))| /2.
The proof of this proposition is given after the following lemma.

Lemma 5.7. There is C19 > 1 that only depends on K and R, such that for
each integer n > 5, each f in K, (F), each integer k > 0, and each pair of real
numbers t > 0 and p, we have

> exp(=my(W)p) sup [DFy(2)|~*
WeD i zeW

< 20, exp(—(n + 3k + 1)p)| D f"T3*(f(0))[ /2

1+ > exp(—m(w)p)| DL (w)| ™"
weL;*(0) in Py1(0)
Moreover,
> (mp(W) = (n+ 3k)) exp(—ms(W)p) sup |DFy(z)| ™"
WeDy i zeW

< 2Cfg exp(—(n + 3k + 1)p)[Df* 2 ((0))[ /2

1+ > (mg(w) + 1) exp(—ms(w)p)| DL s (w)| ™
weL;'(0) in Py 1(0)

Proof. The proof follows the same lines that the proof of [CRL13, Lemma 7.1], and
it depends on Lemmas 4.9, 4.10, and 5.1, as well as on [CRL13, Lemma 5.1]. The
second inequality does not appear in [CRL13, Lemma 7.1]. It follows from the first
displayed equation in the proof of [CRL13, Lemma 7.1], and from [CRL13, (7.1)].
See the proof of [CRL13, Lemma 7.1] for further details. O

Proof of Proposition 5.6. The proof depends on Lemmas 5.3, 5.4, and 5.7, and on
Proposition II, and it follows the same lines that the proof of [CRL13, Lemma 7.2].
There are some differences in item 2 since the condition on p is slightly different
and we add a new inequality. We include the proof of item 2 here.

Let Cg > 0 and C9 > 0 be given by Lemmas 5.4 and 5.7, respectively. Let nq
be the integer given by Lemma 4.7 with € = %. Put ¢y := 2log2/v. We prove the
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lemma for ny = no. Fix an integer n > no, a map f in K, (F), t > to, and an
integer k£ > 0.

To prove item 2, note that the first inequality follows from the fact that for
every W in ®©; we have m;(W) > n + 3k + 1. To prove the second inequality,
let p > —txeris(f)/2 — tv/3 be given. By Lemma 4.7, we have

Xerit (f) < 1.1K log 2.

Thus —p < 1(0.55K + z725)log2 < (0.55K + 1/to) log 2 and therefore

2exp(_p) < 2t(0.55K+2/t0)'

Combined with Lemmas 5.4 and 5.7, we obtain item 2 of the proposition with
Cg _ 20.55K+2/t001008_ 0

Proof of Proposition 1. We follow the proof of [CRL13, Proposition D|. Let ny4
and Cy be given by Proposition 5.6, and put to := 2log2/v. To prove the propo-
sition, fix an integer n satisfying n > ng4, a map f in K, (%), and a real number ¢
satisfying t > ¢.

To prove item 1, let p in [—txerit(f)/2,0) be such that the sum

+oo
(5.9) > exp(—(n+3k)p)[ D" (f(0))| 72
k=0

is greater than or equal to (2C9)*. Then, we can choose p’ in (p, 0) such that the sum
above with p replaced by p’ is strictly larger than C§. By item 1 of Proposition 5.6,
we have 9$(t,p) > c@}f(t,p’) > 0 and by Proposition IT we have P}R(t) >p >p.
This proves the first assertion of item 1 with C4 = 2Cy. To prove the second
assertion of item 1, suppose that is finite. Then, by item 2 of Proposition 5.6 the
sum

> exp(—my(W)p) sup |DFy(z)|~"
WeD; zeW

is finite, so c@}f(t,p) is also finite. This completes the proof of item 1.

To prove item 2, let p > —txcrnit(f)/2 be given. By item 2 of Proposition 5.6,
if (5.9) is less than or equal to Cy*, then ;(t,p) < 0 and by Proposition 11 we
have Py (t) < p. This proves item 2 of the proposition with Cs = Cy.

To prove item 3, let p > —txcrit(f)/2 be given and put p’ := p — t%. By item 2
of Proposition 5.6 with k£ = 0, the sum

> exp(=my(W)p) sup [DFy(z)| "
WeDy o zeW

is finite. Let A > 0 be a constant such that for every pair of integers £ > 1
and m > 3k + 1, we have

m < Ak exp(tov(m — 3k)/3).
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Applying item 2 of Proposition 5.6 with p replaced by p’, we obtain that for each
integer k > 1 we have

> mp(W) - exp(—ms(W)p) sup |DFy(2)| "
WeDsy z€

< Y Akexp(to(my(W) ~ 34)/3) exp(—ms (W)p) sup [ DFy ()]
WEeDy =€

= Ak exp(tvk) Z exp (—=mp(W)p') sup |DFy(z)| "
WED sk zeW

< (ACgexp(—tun/3)) k - exp(—(n + 3k)p)[D [+ (f(0))[ /2.

Summing over k > 0 we obtain the desired assertion. (|

6. SENSITIVE DEPENDENCE OF GEOMETRIC GIBBS STATES

In this section we prove the Main Theorem. In §6.1 we define the family of
itineraries of the maps used in the Main Theorem, as well as other combinatorial
objects used in the proof. In §6.2 we estimate the postcritical series in terms of a
certain 2 variables series that only depends on the combinatorics of the postcritical
orbit (Lemma 6.1). The main estimates needed in the proof of the Main Theo-
rem can be stated only in terms of these 2 variables series, and are relegated to
Appendix A. The proof of the Main Theorem is given in §6.3, and it is divided in
3 parts. In the first part (§6.3.1), we introduce the family of maps (f¢)ee(t, -y,
which is mostly defined through the combinatorics of the postcritical orbit. In the
second part (§6.3.2), we estimate the geometric pressure, and prove the existence
and uniqueness of geometric Gibbs states, as well as the existence of conformal mea-
sures. The third, and most difficult part of the proof is given in §6.3.3, where we
show that on certain intervals of inverse temperatures the geometric Gibbs states
are concentrated near the orbit of p*, or the orbit of p~.

6.1. The family of itineraries. In this section we define several combinatorial
objects used in the proof of the Main Theorem in §§6.2, 6.3. One of the most
important ones, is a family of itineraries (¢(s))¢eq4,—yv in {0, 1}No. Tts definition
depends on a choice of nonnegative integers ¢ and =, satisfying

(6.1) g>50(E+1)and g+ =Z=0 mod 2.

These integers are chosen in §6.3.1. They depend on the uniform family .%# and of
a choice of a sufficiently large integer n, as in the Main Theorem.

Endow each of the sets {+, —}, {0,1}, and {0,17, 17} with the discrete topology,
and each of the sets {4+, —}", {0, 1}, and {0,1",17}"o with the corresponding
product topology. Roughly speaking, for a map f in K,,(.%) a large block formed by
repeated 0’s (resp. 1’s, 10’s) in the itinerary ¢(f) of f indicates that a large portion
of the critical orbit is close to the orbit of p(f) (resp. p*(f), p~(f)). To make this
encoding more transparent, we use the auxiliary symbolic space {0,1F,17}o in
which the symbol 0 (resp. 17, 17) represents the orbit of p(f) (resp. p™(f), p~(f)).
Thus, to define the family of itineraries (¢(g))ce+,—yv in {0, 1}, we first define a

family of sequences (Z())¢eq+,—yv in {0,17F, 17}Y. Denote by 3 be the subspace
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of {0,1F,17}o  given by

(6.2) == {(F))jen, € {0,17,17}0 |
T=1T=21#17,5;,=1" =221 #17}.
For each s in Ny, define the integers
as = 29" and b, == 27" + q(2s+1)+=.
Note that bs; < as4+; and that in the case where s > 1 both ays and by are even.
Define the intervals Iy and Js of R, by
I = [as,bs) and Jg = [bs, asy1) -

As s runs through Ny, the intervals Iy and Js form a partition of [1,400). Define
functions

N: Ny — Ng and B: Ng = Ny
by N(0) := 0, B(0) := 0, for k in N by

N(k:):_ﬂ{je{o,...,k—l}|j+1€ U IS},

s€Np
and for s in Ny by

(6.3) B '2s+1)=1, and B '(2(s+1)) = J,.

Note that for every k in N we have B(k) < 2N (k) + 1, and that
. N(k)

69 i T =0

For each ¢ in {+, -}, let Z(s) be the sequence in {0,1%,17}"o defined for j
in NO by
0 if for some s in Ny we have j +1 € Ig;
(65) ./TE\(S)J =<1t lf] + 1 € Jo;
1507 for j+1 € Jum—3 U Jam—2 U Jam—1 U Jam.

Note that the first ¢ entries of this sequence are equal to 0, that Z(c) is in i, and

that the map {+,—} — 5 given by ¢ — Z(<) is continuous. Moreover, the length
of each maximal block of 17’s in Z(s) is even, and for every k in N we have

(6.6) N(k) =t#{j €{0,....k—1} | z; =0},
and, if in addition k£ > 2, then we have
(6.7 Bl =1+ 40 € {0, k—2} |3 #5501).
Thus, for every k in N the number B(k) is equal to the number of maximal blocks
of 0’s, 17’s, and 17 ’s in the sequence (@)?;&.
For < in {+, -}V, define the itinerary ¢(s) in {0,1}"° for each j in Ny by
0 if Z(s); =0;
1 if2(); =17
(6.5) (o)=L HEeh =R
0 ifZ(s); =1 and j is even;
1 ifZ(s); =1 and j is odd.
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Note that the first g entries of +(c) are equal to 0, and that the map {+, —} — {0, 1}
given by ¢ — () is continuous.

6.2. The 2 variables series. Given a real number £, define for each k in Ny and
each (7,A) in [0, +00) X [0, +00) the number

W::(T, A) = 9—Ak—7N (k)£ B(k)

In this subsection we fix a uniform family of quadratic-like maps .#, let Ag be the
constant given by Lemma 4.9, and recall that As > 1. For each integer n satisfying
n > 5, and each f in K, (%), put

1/2

_ | Dgrlp(f))
(6.9) o) = ‘Dgff(z9+ ()

Note that the condition 6(f) > 1 is equivalent to xs(p(f)) > xr(pT(f)). When
this holds, define

_ log Ag
The purpose of this subsection is to prove the following lemma.

Lemma 6.1. Let A be the constant given by Lemma 4.8, let ¢ and = be nonnegative
integers satisfying (6.1), and let (1(<))ceqt,—yv be the family of itineraries in {0, 1}

defined in §6.1 for these choices of ¢ and . Then, for every s in {+,—}, every
integer n satisfying n > 6, and every f in K,(F) such that

u(f) = u(¢) and x(p~(f)) = x(p™ (f)),

we have

(6.10) Xes () = 5 0g Dy (07 (1)
If in addition

xr((f) > xr (0" (f)),

then the following property holds for every number £ satisfying & > £(f). For every k
in Ny, and all real numbers t and ¢ satisyfingt >0 and § > 0, we have

- exp(xere(£) \ 2" (logb(f) 30
610 a7 ewtnd) (TSR ) (Mg )

< exp (—(n+ 3k) (_tXc%(f) + 6)) | D43k (£(0))] 2
exp(xerie(£)) \ 2" 1 (logf(f), 36
IDf(B(f))I) g ( log2 logz)'

Proof. Put ¢ = f"*1(0). For every k in N and every j in {0, 1,2}, we have by the
chain rule

< Alé exp(—nd) (

Df*I(£(0)) = D ((F°5)(@) - D (@) - DF"(£(0))
= Df?(g}(e)) - Dg§(e) - Df"(£(0)).
Since |Df7((g%)(2))| is bounded independently of k and j, we have

1 m | b
(6.12) Xerit (f) = lim inf —log |Df™(f(0))| = 5 lim inf --log| Dg()].



40 DANIEL CORONEL AND JUAN RIVERA-LETELIER

)f)) x(@*(f)), (6.6),

have even length, we

On the other hand, by Lemma 4.9, the hypothesis x(p~(
(6.7), and the fact that the maximal blocks of 17’s in Z(g
have that for each integer k in N,

_ |D9k'(5)| B(k
A B(k) < f <A ( )_
2 |Dgy(p* ())IF=NEDgy(p(f))NF) 2

Taking logarithms yields

—B(k)log Ay + N(k)log M

|Dg (())ll log| Dy (€)] = klog |Dgs (p* ()]

B(k)log Ay + N(k)log Mif();h

Since for each k in N we have B(k) < 2N (k) + 1, by (6.4) we conclude that
- k(o +
(A 2 log|Dyg(c)] = log | Dgs (p™ ()]

Combined with (6.12), this completes the proof of (6.10).
In the case where k = 0, the chain of inequalities (6.11) is given by Lemma 4.8.
Fix k in N and a number ¢ satisfying ¢ > 0. Using

D3R (£(0)) = Dgf(f*1(0)) - Df"(£(0))

) = x(p*(f)), (6.6), (6.7), and the

and Lemmas 4.8 and 4.9, the hypothesis x(p~ (f
) have even length, we have

fact that the maximal blocks of 17’s in Z(s

A_t 72tN(k)A—tB(k) |Dfn+3k(f(0))|7t
o) > S B DI B
< Arie(f)—QtN(k)A;B(k)

(6.13)

Since by (6.10) we have

exp((n + 3k)tXerie (f)) = exp(ntxenis ()| Dgs (0F (1)),
if we multiply each term in the chain of inequalities (6.13) by
(eXp(Xcrit (f) ) "
IDFBUNL )

then we get

exp(Xerit (f)) " —2tN (k) A—tB(k)
Al (IDf( £ >>|> oA

< exp((n + 3k)txcrie ()| DF R (£(0))] 7

¢ exP(Xerit (f)) " —2tN (k) A tB(K)
<A1<|Df(ﬂ(f))l> BT
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Taking square roots, and then by multiplying by exp(—(n + 3k)d) in each of the
terms of the chain of inequalities above, we obtain

r exp(xerit (£)) ) 2" B ZEN(k) A —tB(K)/2
A7 exp(nd) (P T (ke )N
Xcrit(f)

< exp (~(n+a) (—24 1 5) ) 1D o)

. 5n
< At/2 exp(—nod <76Xp(xmt(f))> exp(—3kd)0(f *tN(k)AtB(k)/Q.
=&t (G0 (SRS

Together with our hypothesis £ > £(f), and our definition of w,f, this implies the
desired chain of inequalities. (Il

6.3. Proof of the Main Theorem. Put v := %log 2, let R > 0 be given, and
let K1, k1, and nq be given by Proposition 4.3. We prove that the Main Theorem
holds with Kg = K;. Let % be a uniform family of quadratic-like maps with
constants K7 and R that is admissible. By Proposition 4.3, for every n > ng,
every f in IC,, (%) satisfies the Geometric Peierls Condition with constants 1 and v,
and we have

(6.14) Xr (B > Xers () + 20.

Taking ny larger if necessary, assume that for every n > n; there is a continuous
function s, : K, = K, (%) such that co s, is the identity, and that (3.1) holds for
every f in s, (KCy).

Let A1, As, Cs, v; and As be the constants given by Lemmas 4.8, 4.9, 4.11,
and 5.1, respectively. Moreover, let ng and Cg the constants given by Proposition I,
and k = K1, let ng and Cy be given by Proposition 5.6, and let ng > max{6,ns, n4}
be sufficiently large so that

(6.15) exp(ngv) = AZCs (2 + Ay).

6.3.1. The subfamily. In this subsection we define the family (f;).e4,—n, as in the
statement of the Main Theorem.

Fix an integer n satisfying n > ng, let cg in IC;, be such that the itinerary ¢(cg, ) is
the constant sequence equal to 0 (Proposition 2.3), and put fg = s,(cg). By (3.1)
we have 0(fg) > 1, so there is rg, > 0 such that for every ¢ in B(cg,rg) N K, the
number 6(s,(c)) is defined, and depends continuously on ¢. Reducing rg, if neces-
sary, assume that for all ¢ and ¢’ in B(cg,7g) N K, we have 0(s,,(c)) < 0(sn(c))?.
By Proposition 2.3 it follows that there is an integer gg, > 0 such that the set

{ce K, | for every jin {0,...,qs}, t(c); =0}

is a compact set contained in B(cg,7s). On the other hand, by (3.1) for each ¢
in IC,, we can define the number £(s,(¢)) as in §6.2. Since s, is continuous, it follows
that this number depends continuously on ¢ in IC,,, so
sup E(su(e)) < +oo.
ceEK,NB(cg,re)

Denote the supremum on the left side by &.

Put Z:=[2¢] 4+ 1 as in §A.2, and let ¢ be an integer satisfying ¢ > gg, and (6.1).
Moreover, let

(Z()seq+,—yr and ((e))cef+,—
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be given by (6.5) and (6.8), respectively, in §6.1. Given ¢ in {+, =}, let c()
in KC;, be the unique parameter such that ¢(fc()) = t(s) (Proposition 2.3), and put
f< = sn(c(s)). Note that the function ¢ +— f so defined is continuous. On the other
hand, since for each ¢ in {+, =} the first q entries of () are equal to 0 and we
have ¢ > q¢ and ¢(f¢) = (<), we conclude that the parameter c(s) is in B(Ag,7g)-

So, for all ¢ and ¢’ in {+, —} we have
(6.16) 0(fd) < 0(fo)*.

6.3.2. Pressure estimates, and the existence of equilibria. The purpose of this sub-
section is to prove item 1 of the Main Theorem, and at the same time to estimate
for each ¢ in {4+, —}" the pressure functions of f. at large values of ¢. That for
each ¢ in {+, —}" the interval map fel1(z.) is topologically exact follows from the
fact that this map is not renormalizable, see [CRL13, §3] for details. Thus, to prove
item 1 of the Main Theorem we only need to prove the assertions about equilibrium
states.

Let N: Ny — Ny and B: Ny — Ny be the functions defined in §6.1 for our choices
of = and ¢ in §6.3.1. Let IIT be the 2 variables series, and for each s in Ny, let IF
and JS:t be the series defined in §A.2. They satisfy

—+oo
+ _ + 7+ _ + + _ +
II —E Ty 1 —E T > and Jg —E T -
k=0

kel ke,
Furthermore, for each nonnegative real number s put A(s) == |Js| ™! as in §A.2.
Let A: {+, -} — (0,4+0c) be the continuous function defined by
4log2
Alg) = —————,
= Tog0(r)
and define

and
7o ‘= sup {eXP(ng(ﬁ(fg)) = Xerit(fO) [ s € {+, _}N} '

Moreover, let tg be a sufficiently large number so that

2log 2 -1 25
6.17) tg > te > inf (p* te > — Asups
617 0= 220 (it a0t ) ez D
2
4 PR 1
2(A:up) be ZQ"A%CGU(f,aHd Og205 §v1 S .
2 A2

For the rest of this subsection we fix ¢ in {+, =}V, and put
f=fopt =p"(f),p” =0 (f),
PR = P}i, PR = c@i,P = Py, and & = Py .

Moreover, fix a real number ¢ satisfying t > tg., and put

—4 t
T = :
Al9)
Pt = —tm + loiz)\(T —1), and P~ = —tm + loﬂ)\(ﬂ.

2 3 2 3



SENSITIVE DEPENDENCE OF GEOMETRIC GIBBS STATES 43

Note that
_ logb(f),
log 2
that by (6.10) we have Xxait(f) = xf(p*), and that by (6.17) we have

7>50and P~ < PT < 0.

Moreover, by (6.16) we have
278 = 0(f)"* < 6(f)**) = Al

Combined with (3.1), Lemma 6.1 with § = 262 \(7 — 1), (6.14), (6.15), and item 1
of Lemma A.2, this implies

(6.18) Zexp (n+3K)P) | DS (£(0)] 2

<er£;>z“:% TG e
S( 2 exp )t 2 4 27€)

< (af exp(-nv) 2+ A2))'

<Cgt.

Together with item 2 of Proposition I, this implies
(6.19) PR(t) < P(t) < PT and 22%(t, P+) P(t,PT) <0.

On the other hand, by (3.1), Lemma 6.1 with § =
of ng, (6.17), and item 2 of Lemma A.2, we have

/\( ) < log2, the definition

t

(6.20) Zexp (n+3k)P~) [Df"3*(f(0))] >

t

> C§.
Then item 1 of Proposition I implies
(6.21) P(t) > PR(t) > P~ and 2(t,P7) > 2%, P7) > 0.

We proceed to prove the existence and uniqueness of equilibrium states. Com-
bining (6.19) and (6.21), we have that the number x};(f) defined in the statement
of Proposition III satisfies

7 . PR(t) _ Xerit (f)
X?Ef(f) = —t£+moo T D) .
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Similarly,

(1) = int { [ 10g D du] o€ oty h = 20,

Using (6.21) again, we conclude that for every ¢t > 0 we have

PR(t) > —txine(f) and  P(t) > —txine(f).
The existence and uniqueness of equilibrium states follows from [PR19, Theorem A|
in the real case. In the complex case it is proved in [PRL11, Main Theorem]| for
rational maps, and the proof applies without changes to quadratic-like maps. This
completes the proof of item 1 of the Main Theorem.

6.3.3. Temperature dependence. In this subsection we complete the proof of the
Main Theorem by showing item 2. We give the proof in the complex setting; except
for the obvious notational changes, it applies to the real case without modifications.
We adopt the notation introduced in the previous subsections.

Fix a number ¢ satisfying t > tg, and let mg be the integer in N such that ¢
is in (A(s)(mo — 1), A(s)mg]. Note that 7 > 50, and that the integer 7o = [7]
satisfies 4mg — 3 < 79 < 4mp. On the other hand, by (6.19) and (6.21) there is s©
in [T — 1, 7] such that
(6.22) Pt) = —t’“%t(f) 4 R’%A(SC).
Put so := [s*] and note that sq is either equal to 79 — 1 or 7.

We first prove that the hypotheses of Proposition 5.2 are satisfied for this value
of t. By (3.1), Lemma 6.1 with § = 10%2/\(7), and item 1 of Lemma A.3, we have

(6.23) Zk exp (—(n+3k)P7) D3R £(0))] 72 < +oo.

In particular, thls implies that the sum in (6.20) is finite, so by item 1 of Proposi-
tion I we have Z(t, P~) < 4o00. This implies that £(¢, ) is continuous and strictly
decreasing on [P, +00), so by (6.19), (6.21), and Proposition IT we have the second
equality in (5.2). Finally, combining (6.23), and item 3 of Proposition I, we obtain
that the second sum in (5.4), with Py (t) replaced by P, is finite. In view of (6.21),
this implies that the second sum in (5.4) is finite. This completes the proof that
the hypotheses of Proposition 5.2 are satisfied.

Let p, and p be the measures given by Proposition 5.2. Moreover, put ® = Dy,
F = Fy, and for every k in Ny put ®j := Dy 1. Recall from §6.1, that ag = 1 and
that for every s in Ny we have

I; = [as,bs) and  Js = [bs,as41).
Note that by item (b) of Lemma A.1, and the hypothesis ¢ > 50(Z + 1), we
have as1 — bs = |J5| > (s + 1)2. For each integer < in [y — 3, so] put

acy1—1 n+3(k+1—¢ )

= D> D> D (),

k=b.+¢2 j=n+3b;—2 WeDy

and put
n+3(as ot+1— 50)

=D > D @lw).

k€Jsy j=n+3bsy—1—2 WEDy,
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In part 1 we estimate the total mass of the measure

s0
S AR

s=70—3

from below, and in part 2 we show that the total mass of p—p’ is small in comparison
to that of p’. In part 3 we complete the proof of item 2 of the Main Theorem by
showing that p’ is supported on a small neighborhood of the orbit of p™ or p~.

The following series defined in §A.3, are used in parts 1 and 2 below: ﬁi, and
for each s in Ny, the series IT¥, :ij, jj, and fsi. They satisfy

+o00 asy1—1
0= kaf Il =Y krf,Jf = kxf, and J5 = ) (k+1-b—s)mif.
k=0 kel keJs k=bs+s?

1 n
1. To estimate the total mass of p’ from below, put 11 == A3CyAZnZ 2", and for
each ¢ in [rg — 3, s0], put

H ={keNg|b +¢?<k<ac—1}.

By item 1 of Proposition 5.6, (3.1), Lemma 6.1 with § = 10%2)\(5@) <log?2, the
definition of 79, (5.1), (5.3), and (6.22), we have

(6.24) 7|
> > 1Al
s=10—3
= > D Bk+1-b—¢") Y AW
s=To—3 k€EH WeDy
> (A3Co)~ Z D 3(k+1—be — %) exp(—(n+3k)P(t))[Df" 5+ (f(0))| />
s=T0—3 keH,
(DB by (s
Z (ASCQAl (QXP(XCrlt(f))) > ? C_;_skgg 3(k+1 bg ) ) k( 7)\( ))

>3Y7" > T (7 A5)).
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2. By (5.1), (5.3), item 2 of Proposition 5.6, and (6.22), we have
p-dl= XS mww
l@eNo Wedy
k€U20:7073 Hc
S()—l

+ 3 ST ST (mg(W) = 3(k+2 - b — ¢3)) G(W)

s=10—3keH, WeD

+ 373 (mp (W) =3k +4 — by, — 253+ | Joy1]))) BW)

k€EHs, WeDy

< (A30y)f Y. (n43k+1)exp(—(n+3k)P(t)[Df R (f(0))
kU,
so—1
+ Y Y (4 3(be + 7)) exp(—(n + 3k) P(1)| DT (£(0))] 2
s=10—3k€H,

+ ) (n+3(bsy + 255 — [Je-1])) exp(—(n + 3k)P(1))[DF" T (£(0))| 2
]CEHSO

Thus, if we put Yy := AgCgAlé exp(—nv), then by (3.1), Lemma 6.1 with § = 10%2)\(5@),

and item 2 of Lemma A.3,

=71 < 0+ 470 [T AGE) = 30 THEAGE) = (] = )75 (7, AG)
s=710—3
s0

<(+4)T5277 3 T (1 AGD):

s=10—3
Together with (6.24) and the definitions of 7 and Ay, the previous chain of in-
equalities implies
~ to—qr2| t *q(%)ztz ~
p—p<3(n+4)(T1Y2) 279 [p| <3(n+4)(Y1T2) 2 s/ g
Thus, if we put

ATRY log(T1T2))2
vh =34 (A ) log2, and C, = 3(n + 4) exp ((Og(4+2))> :
sup 0
then
~ ~
(6.25) Pl < 2Pl < Ghexpl-it.

3. Using the inequality 7 > 50, and the definitions of 7 and Agup, we have for every ¢
in [TQ — 3,80],

2
T 8
P> = >t
2 Asup
: "o.__ 8 log Cs
So, if we put vy == vigm— — = > 0, then
sup &

(6.26) Cs exp(—v16?)) < exp(—vgt?)).
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For ¢ € {+, —}, denote by O¢ the forward orbit of p* under f. Let ¢ in 15— 3, s¢]
be given, and put m(s) = [¢/4], so that 4m(s) —3 < ¢ < 4m(s). For every integer j
such that j + 1 is in J, we have Z(s); = 150D so

1 if ¢(m(<)) = +;
1(s); =10 ifg(m(s)) =— and j is even;
1 if ¢(m(s)) = — and j is odd.
Since b, is even, for every £ in [0,ac;1 — 1 — b ] the points f+1+3(<+=1)(0) and
I3 (pstm™(<)) are both in Y} or both in Y. It follows that

Py atacis—1-b)4a(FTEOT0)) = Prao 1oy a0 ™).

Then, for each integer j in [bc — 1,acy1 — 2] we have

(6.27) Pf73(a<+1*2*j)+4(fn+1+3j (0)) = Pf,B(a<+172fj)+4(f3j (pg(m(C))))a
which implies that for each integer k in J. and for each integer j in [b¢ — 1,k — 1],

Pf,B(k*j)Jrl (fn+1+3j (O)) = Pf,3(k7j)+1 (f3j (pg(m(g))))

Note that by definition of Dy, every element W of ®y, is contained in Py n43x4+2(0),
so, if in addition we have k > b, +¢2 and j < k—¢2, then by (6.26) and Lemma 4.11
we obtain

f"+1+3j(W) U f(n+1+3j)+1 (W)U f(n+1+3j)+2(W) c B(Og(m(g)),exp(—vgt%).

This proves that p. is supported on B(OS(™() exp(—v{jt?)).
On the other hand, for each integer k in Js,, every element W of ®j, is contained
in Py pni3k42(0), and hence in Pf,n+3(aso—1)+2(0)' Thus, by (6.27) with ¢ = 59 — 1,
(6.26), and Lemma 4.11, we have that for every integer j in [bs,—1 — 1, as, — s3],
fn+1+3j(W) U f(n+1+3j)+l(W) U f(n+1+3j)+2(W) - B(og(m(so—l)), exp(—vgt2)),
which proves that 7 is supported on B(Q(™(0=1) ‘exp(—uv{t?)).

Assume that there are integers m and m as in the statement of the Main Theorem,
so that

(6.28) m>m>1,¢(m)=---=¢(m), and t € [A(¢)m, A(s)m].

Then 4m < 75 < 4m, so for every ¢ in [19 — 3, sg] we have ¢(m(<)) = ¢(m). It follows
from the considerations above that the measure p is supported on B(Os(™0) exp(—vf/t?)).
Since the equilibrium state p; of f[;(y) for the potential —tlog|D f| is the probabil-

ity measure proportional to p, by (6.25) we have

pr(©\ BO™) exp(—ogt?)) < P22 < ot exp(—up?).

Under our assumption ¢ > tg,, this proves item 2 of the Main Theorem with vy =
min{v{, vy} and Cy = Cj. In the case where ¢ is in (0, tg), it suffices to take the
same value of vy and replace Cy by a constant bounded from below by exp (Uot?;c),
if necessary. The proof of the Main Theorem is thus complete.

Remark 6.2. Without assuming the existence of m and m satisfying (6.28), the
measure ' is supported on B(OT UO™, exp(—v{t?)), and the estimate above gives
that for every t > 0 we have

pi(C\ B(OT U O™, exp(—upt?))) < Coexp(—uot?).
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APPENDIX A. ESTIMATING THE 2 VARIABLES SERIES

In this appendix we make some of the main estimates in the proof of the Main
Theorem, in an abstract setting that is independent of the rest of the paper.

After some preliminary estimates in §A.1, the main estimates are given in §A.2,
and §A.3.

A.1. Preliminary estimates. Fix a nonnegative integer =, and an integer ¢ sat-
isfying ¢ > 50(E + 1). For each s in [0, +o0), define
as =29 and b, == 27°" 4 q(2s+1)+E,
I == [as,bs) and Jg == [bs, as41) -

In the case where s is an integer, these definitions coincide with those in §6.1. For s
in [0,400) that is not necessarily an integer, the interval J is used in the proof of
Lemmas A.2 and A.3 in §A.2. Note that |Iy| = ¢ + E, and that for integer values
of s the intervals I and J; form a partition of [1, +00).

Let N: Ng — Ng and B: Ny — Ny be as in §6.1. Observe that for every s in Ny,
we have for every k in Jg

(A1) N(k) = Z |;| = Z(q@j +1)+E)=q(s+1)2+Z-(s+1)
§=0 §=0

and for every k in I

(A.2) N(k) =k — (27" — 1) + ¢s* + Es.

Lemma A.1. The following properties hold.

(a) For each real number s > 0, we have by < asy1/2.
(b) For each real number s > 0, we have as41/2 < |Js].
(¢c) For each real number s > 1, we have bs/as < 5/4.

Proof. Ttem (a) with s = 0 follows from our hypothesis ¢ > 50(E + 1). For s > 0,
it follows from this and from the fact that the derivative of the function

s+ 2006HD° =1 (905° 4 (254 1) + )
is strictly positive on [0,4+00). Item (b) follows easily from item (a). For item (c)
notice that by our hypothesis ¢ > 50(Z 4 1) it is enough to prove that for every
s > 1 we have 2¢(s+1) < (1/4)-29". The case s = 1 is given by our hypothesis g >
50(2E+1). For s > 1, it follows from this and from the fact that the derivative of
the function )
s 29 —8q(s+1)
is strictly positive on [1,400). O
A.2. Estimating the 2 variables series. Let £ > 0 be given, put Z = [2£] + 1,

and let ¢, N, and B be as in the previous subsection. For s in Ny define the
following 2 variables series on [0, +00) X [0, +00),

IE(r,)\) = Z 9= Ak—TN(k)£7EB(K) 514 Jsi(Ta A) = Z 9= Ak—TN (R)£r¢B (k)
kel, ke,
and put
400 +o00
(7, \) =1+ ZI}(T, A+ Z JE(T,N).

s=0 s=0
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Note that by (6.3) and (A.1), for every j in Ny and every 7 > 0 we have
(A.3) JJi(T’ ) = 2797 GH) = (EF2)7-(+1) Z 9=k
ke,

Moreover, for every real number s in [0, +00) define
1
IEAN
Lemma A.2. For every T > 2 the following inequalities hold:

L O (r, A(r = 1)) <2+ 278,

2. 27 < I (7, \(7)).
Proof.

1. By (6.3), (A.2), our hypothesis 7 > 2, and the inequality & — 2¢ > 1, for
every A > 0 we have

A(s)

+o0 +oo |1s]
PIVEEOVED 95 SERITGESER
s=0 s=0m=1
“+oo _ [1s]
< 27’5 227(:725)75 Z 9—Tm
s=0 m=1
(A4) 9-7 too
< 27’5 —(E-28)Ts
— 1—9-7 Z 2
s=0
S 27'5272_
(1-277)
<278,
To complete the proof of item 1, note that
= 1 1
—Xr=1)m _ .
(A.5) mz_:l? B G M1 —1)log2 S 2l s 20

Combined with (A.3) and the inequality = — 2 > 1, the previous chain of inequal-
ities implies that for every j in Ny we have

+ 3 —qr-(j+1)%2 = (E—28)7-(j+1
Ji(m A —1) <229 g7 (1) =(E=20)7-(j+1)
< 9.9 —am G+’ —T-(+1)
We obtain for every integer j > |7| > 7 —1
JJ%(T,A(T —-1))<2- 947’ —qr-(j+1)% =7 (j+1) < 9.2 T+,
To estimate J;_(T, A(r —1)) for j in {0,..., 7| — 1}, note that
1751
27 AT < T < ajpa
m=1

Combined with (A.3) and the inequality = — 2¢ > 1, this implies that for every
integer j in {0,...,|7] — 1} we have

+ _ < 94(i+1)° =rq(j+1)* = (E=26)7-(j+1) « 9—7-(j+1)
(A.6) Ji(r M —1)) <2 <2 )
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Thus,
+ (G+1) —
J(mAMr—1) <2 27Ut 2 <2.
JZO ( JZO 1_2—7’

Together with (A.4) this implies the desired inequality.

2. Put 7 := [7]. By item (b) of Lemma A.l and the definition of A(7), we have

From this inequality, item (c) of Lemma A.1 and our hypothesis 7 > 2, we obtain

(A7) A (b —1) <22 <3

Qr,

On the other hand, note that for every m in {1,...,||J-|]} we have A(T)m < 1, so
by item (b) of Lemma A.1 we have

LI~ 1) ) .
d o2 AOm > (g 1) > 5l > 5 2‘1<T+1>
m=1

N | =

Suppose T > 79 — 1/3. In view of (A.3) and (A.7), the previous chain of inequal-
ities implies

(A8)  —9a(r 1) —ar-(ro+ 1)~ (E426)-(ro+1)

26
1 [T7
< _3 Z 29— A(T)m 9—ar (T04+1)2—=(E+28)7-(10+1)
m=1
[Tl
S 92— (T 2—)\(7)(177-0—1)—qT-(To+1)2—(5+25)7-(70+1)
m=1
= J, (1, A(7)

4AN\? 2 11r 2 7(ro+1)
1)° — 1 1 - -4 41> 4 NY T
(T+1)32 —7(r0+1)2> (1 +1)> - <7’+3) 3 + 9 +1> 1 + N

Combined with our hypotheses ¢ > 50(2 + 1) > 25(E + 2§ + 3) and 7 > 2, and
with (A.8), this implies item 2 of the lemma when 7 > 79 — 1/3.
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To complete the proof, suppose 7 < 79 — 1/3. Similarly as above we have

1

= 2q7’3—q‘r‘r§ —(E+28) 770
2

(A.9)

2—)\(70—1)771 2—qTT§—(E+2£)TTO

IN
g~
e -
3 <~
Il 3
= L

1 IJT()*I‘
< 2—)\(7)771 2—qTTg—(E+2£)TTO
=33
m=1
IJT()*II
S 27}\(7’)77’7, 27}\(7’)(})7—07171)7(]7’7’37(54’25)7’7’0
m=1

7'03 — 7'7'3 >
Combined with our hypotheses ¢ > 50(2 + 1) > 25(E + 2§ + 3) and 7 > 2, and

with (A.9), we obtain item 2 of the lemma when 7 < 79 — 1/3. The proof of the
lemma is thus complete. O

A.3. Estimating the weighted 2 variables series. For each s in No, 7 > 0,
and A > 0 put

fj(T, ) = Z J . 9~ MR—TN(R)+7EB(K)

kel
:];-i-(T, )\) — Z k- 2—)J€—TN(/€)+T£B(/€),
ke
and
I (r, ) =14 > IH(r,A) + ) JF ().
s=0 s=0

Noting that by item (b) of Lemma A.1 we have as11 — bs = |Js| > 52 + 1, define
for each 7 > 0 and A > 0,

asy1—1
jsi (1, ) = Z (k+1— b, — 52) 9= Ak—TN(k)£TEB(K)
k=bs+s?2

Lemma A.3. For each T > 50, the following properties hold:
1. I (7, A(7)) < 400.



52 DANIEL CORONEL AND JUAN RIVERA-LETELIER

2. Let s in [T — 1, 7] be given, put so = [s]| and 19 := [7], and note that sg is
equal to either 9 — 1 or 9. Then

I (7, A(9)) ST AGB) = D0 IF(TAS)) = (Taa—t] = 53) T35 (7. A(5))
§s=To—3

S0

<271 N T (rA(s)).

S=T0—3
The proof of this lemma is given after the following one.
Sublemma A.4. Given 7 > 50 and s in [ — 1,7], put 79 :== [7] and so = [s].
Then the following properties hold.
L T (7 A(8)) > 22001 ~ar (o 1) so2)
2. T (T A(s)) > 207 (T4,

3. For every integer < in [1o — 3,80 — 1] we have

(b +62)TF (R A(3)) < =270 J~(r, A(5)).

=20
£ (buy — oyl 28075 (r, A(8)) < 3277 T (7, A(5)).
Proof.
1. By item (b) of Lemma A.1 and the definition of A(s), we have
2 2
As) = |Js| 7t < <.
Ag41 a50

On the other hand,

S_g 5(23 L < L
|[Jso| = 2956-1 = gso — 100°

From these 2 inequalities and item (c¢) of Lemma A.1, we obtain

(A.10) A(s0)sp =

2b 1
A1l b 2y 2750 4 © <3
(A1) M) by 3) < %+ g5 <3
By (6.3), (A.1), and (A.11), we have
(A12) T (7. A(s))
a50+171
— 9—(a(s0+1)*+E-(s0+1)) ~27&(s0+1) Z (k+1— by, —s2) -2 Mk
k:bSO—i-sg
1 |J50|7s(2,
> ?2—q‘r»(so+1)2—(E+2£)T-(so+l) Z m- 2—)\(s)m-
m=1

Noticing that for every integer N > 1 we have
i m -2~ As)m — L(S) (1 — (N + 1)2*>\(S)N + NQ*A(S)(NﬂLl))
- @0 -1y |

and that the function
n—1—(N+1n" + NNt
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is decreasing on [0, 1], we have by (A.10) and the inequality 1—2-*(0) < X\(s)log 2

[Jsgl— 50
(A.13) Z m -2 NEm
2“” > ~A(50) (1 eg | —52) ~A(50) (1 eg | —5241)
Zm'(l—(|JsO|—So+1) 01750) 4 (| J5 | — 55)2 ol )
2>\(S) s0)82— s0)82— —A(s
:m'(“?“ DL eI, | - ) (1-2730))

9A(s)
> PO 1) (1 — 2A<So>53*1(1 + log 2))

S 1 1

=24 () —1)2”

Note that by A(s) < 1, we have 2*(8) — 1 < X(s). Thus, together with item (b) of
Lemma A.1, the previous chain of inequalities implies

|J50\7s§

asym < L 1 s11)?
Z m - 272 2_4 AR 26.2211(+1)_

Together with (A.12), the inequality = > 2¢, and our hypotheses ¢ > 50(Z + 1)
and 7 > 50, this implies

~ 1 :
To(r Ms)) 2 g2 amar P = (E20)- o)
> 924(s+1)?=q7-(so+1)(s0+2)
This proves item 1.
2. When sg < 7 we have by our hypothesis 7 > 50,
2(s +1)2 =7 (s0 + 1)(s9 +2) > 273 — 7(7 + 1) (1 + 2) > 72(7 — 4).
On the other hand, in the case where sy > 7 we have by our hypothesis 7 > 50,
2(s 4+ 1) =7 (so +1)(s0 +2) > 2782 — 7 - (50 + 1) (50 + 2)

=7150(s0 — 3) — 27 > 72(T — 3) — 27 > T3 (T — 4).

In all the cases, item 2 follows from item 1.

3. Let ¢ be an integer in [1) — 3, so] and note that by (6.3), (A.3), and the definition
of J=, we have

(A.14) M:Q475-(<+1)+,\(5)<2 Sl 9= Am |
I (mMe) S - m

Suppose ¢ is in [19 — 3,89 — 1]. Then A(s)|Jc| < 1, so

Je —A(s)m
JEEAB) g gtre i Zmm 2

=

C(mAGs) 2“' <

el
< 92 . gATE(H DA |7<_
(Ie] = ¢2)?
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Noting that by items (a) and (b) of Lemma A.1 we have
As)s? <P/[J] <1 and || < 2(|J] = ¢?),

by item (c¢) of Lemma A.1, the inequality = > 2, and our hypotheses ¢ > 50(Z+1)
and 7 > 50 we obtain

+
(bs + <2)7{< (7, A=) < 20,247 (HD| 7|7
I (T, A(s))
< 97 . 948’ +47& (s+1) —q(s+1)*
1 2
< =279,
— 20

This proves item 3.
4. By our hypotheses ¢ > 50(2 4+ 1) and 7 > 50 we have
bey — | Jeg—1| + 282 = 29601 4 262 4 4gs, + 22
< 211(50*1)3 + qsg <2. 2‘1(50*1)3'

Thus, by item (b) of Lemma A.1, (A.13), (A.14), and the inequality A(s) < 1, we
have
+
(bso — |Jso—1| + 233)M <25, 211(80—1)3+4T€'(50+1)+>\(S)53(2>\(5) ~1)
s0(T, A8

< 25)(s) - 22(s0= D) HATE (s0+ 1) +A(s) S

S 26 . 27q(s+1)3+q(so71)3+4TE-(50+1)+)\(5)53

Using A(s)s3 < s2|Js|7! < 1, the inequality = > 2¢, and our hypotheses ¢ >
50(Z 4+ 1) and 7 > 50, we have

+
(bay — o] +252) 20T o asiiatoo1+ar (sut)

(T, A(8))

< 9—3gs0(so—1)+q7-(so+1)
1 2
< -2
— 4
This completes the proof of item 4 and of the lemma. O

Proof of Lemma A.3. 1. Note that for every s > 0, we have A(s) < 1 and
= A(s) A(s)
2 2
A.15 m - 27N = <
(A.15) mz::l (22 — 1) 7 (A(s) log 2)?
< 23|J5|2 < (23) 22q(s+1)3'

Together with (6.3), (A.1), (A.2), and the inequality = — 2 > 1, for every j in Ny
we have
(A.16) J;_(T, A(s)) + I;Zrl(T, A(s))

< 97 TG+ +E(H+1)+7E(25+3) Z k.2 As)k

kG(]jUIj+1
< (276+8)224(s 1)’ —am G+ =7 (541)
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Taking s = 7, for every j > 27 + 1 we have
THT,A)) + I (1A (7)) < (278648) 2770+,

This implies that I (7, A(7)) is finite, as wanted.

2. The first inequality follows directly from the definitions. To prove the second
inequality, note that by (6.3) and (A.2), and our hypotheses 7 > 50 and £ > 0, we
have

+o0 —r

~ 2
(A.17) LIS (rA(s) 1+ ) k-2 =14 275m <27
k=1

On the other hand, by item (c) of Lemma A.1, (6.3), (A.2), and the inequality = —
2¢ > 1, for every integer j > 1 we have

|11

If (7, M(s)) < (276) 277 @+ E7200 37 (90 4 ) 277
m=1
< (2re+1) ot —ar—E20mi__L
< =2~

< (276+2) 0a(i—=7)i*=7j
Combined with (A.17), the inequality = > 2£, and our hypotheses ¢ > 50(Z + 1)
and 7 > 50, this implies

To+1 22q(7+2)2

L+ Y IF(r,A(s)) < (27¢72) < 9%a7(7+6),
§=0

1—-2-7 —
Together with item 2 of Sublemma A.4 and our hypothesis 7 > 50, this chain of
inequalities implies

To+1
~ 1. > -~
(A.18) 14+ > IH7 M) < 5527 T A()).
j=0

On the other hand, by (6.3), (A.1), and our hypothesis 7 > 50, for every j
in {0,...,70 — 4} we have

T+ _o—1(q(y 2= T (J —A(s)k
T, A(s) =2 (q(+1D) +E-(+1))+27¢-(5+1) Z k.27 A)
kedJ;
< | J;[200HD° a1 = (E=207 (1)

< 924+ 1) —a7-(j+1)* = (E=26)7-(j+1)
< 94+ (2j+2-7)
< 91(r=2)*(r—4)
< 947 (7=T)
Together with item 2 of Sublemma A.4 and with our hypothesis 7 > 50, this implies

T074 ~+
Z_j:/\o Jj (1, A(8)) < 7_2,3q7.2 < _22,(17. '
Jso (7, A(5)) 2

(A.19)
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On the other hand, by (A.16), item 1 of Sublemma A .4, the inequality = > 2¢
and our hypothesis ¢ > 50(Z + 1), for every integer j > so + 1 we have
I (1, A(8)) + Ly (1, M(5))
Jso (T A(5))

IN

(275+3) 9= ((7+1)*=(s0+1)(s0+2))

< (27'54-3) 9—a7-(s0+2)(j—s0)
< (27649) 9—a7?(j=s0)—qr
< 12—q72(j—50)_

23
Summing over j > sg + 1 and using our hypotheses ¢ > 50(2 + 1) and 7 > 50, we
obtain

o (T AE) + T A6)
oo (7, A(s))
Combined with (A.18) and (A.19), this implies

1 29’ 1 >
_ __9—qT
61 _oa® S22

<

(A20)  TEAE) - Y LA €327 T AG),

s=10—3

For each integer ¢ in [r9 — 3, so], we have

(A.21)  JF (7, A(5)) — X (7, \(5))

be+s2—1 agt1—1
< Z k.9 Ak=TN(k)+mEB(R) | Z (b<+§2)27>\k77-N(k)+~r§B(k)
k=b. k=bc+¢2

< (b +62) I (1, M(s)).

Together with item 3 of Sublemma A .4, this implies that for ¢ in [rg — 3,50 — 1] we
have

(A22) THE M) ~ T M) < 552777 T (7, M(s))

On the other hand, (A.21) with ¢ = sy and item 4 of Sublemma A.4 imply

TEENE) = T AS) = (sl = 8T (r M) < 32707 T (AG):

Together with (A.20) and (A.22), this implies the desired inequality and completes
the proof of the lemma. (I
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