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DIMENSIONS OF NON-AUTONOMOUS MEROMORPHIC FUNCTIONS
OF FINITE ORDER

JASON ATNIP

ABSTRACT. In this paper we study two classes of meromorphic functions previously stud-
ied by Mayer in [12] and by Kotus and Urbariski in [9]. In particular we estimate a lower
bound for the Julia set and the set of escaping points for non-autonomous additive and
affine perturbations of functions from these classes. For particular classes we are able to
calculate these dimensions exactly. In these cases, we are able to reinterpret our results
to show that the Hausdorff dimension of the set of points in the Julia set which escape
to infinity is stable under sufficiently small additive perturbations. We accomplish this by
constructing non-autonomous iterated function systems, whose limit sets sit inside of the
aforementioned non-autonomous Julia sets. We also give estimates for the eventual and
eventual hyperbolic dimensions of these non-autonomous perturbations.

1. INTRODUCTION

Much work has been done recently concerning the (autonomous) dynamics of transcen-
dental meromorphic functions. In [12], Mayer used infinite iterated function systems to
find a lower bound for the Hausdorff dimension of the Julia set of meromorphic functions
of finite order as well as their hyperbolic dimension. Previously similar techniques were
used by Kotus and Urbanski in [7] and Roy and Urbariski in [I8] to find a lower bound
for the Hausdorff dimension of the Julia set of autonomous and random systems of elliptic
functions respectively by using the theories of infinite autonomous and random iterated
function systems. In a similar fashion, we will use the theory of non-autonomous conformal
iterated function systems as developed in [17] and [I], to find a lower and upper bound for
the Hausdorff dimension of the set of points in the Julia set which escape to infinity as
well as a lower bound for the Hausdorff dimension of the radial limit set generated from a
non-autonomous family of finite order meromorphic functions. To the best of the author’s
knowledge our results concerning the lower bound for the dimension of the set of escaping
points is new for the given classes of meromorphic functions even in the autonomous case.

In this article, we will primarily be concerned with non-autonomous dynamics stemming
from perturbations of a single meromorphic function. In particular, given sequences (cy),,cx
and (A,),ey in € and a transcendental meromorphic function f of finite order p, we will
consider additive and affine perturbations of f defined by

fu(2) = f(2) + ¢, and fn(z) =M\ f(2) +en
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for each n € N. The non-autonomous additive and affine iterates are defined respectively
for each n € N with

Fp=f,0---0fi and Fjy=f,o0--o0f.

In particular, by taking ¢, = 0 and A\, = 1 for each n € N, each of our results holds for
ordinary, autonomous dynamical systems. If instead

cph=c#0 and N, =A#1

are fixed for each n € N then our results apply to the perturbed autonomous systems given
by
F+:f0+c and FA:)\'f()—i-C.

Our results apply equally well to random dynamical systems if the perturbative parameters
are chosen according to some probability distribution. Additionally, by only taking the
multiplicative perturbations A\, = 1 and allowing the additive perturbations ¢, # 0, we
see that any statement concerning the function F4 of non-autonomous affine perturbations
also applies to the function F, of non-autonomous additive perturbations. This applies, in
particular, to Theorem 2.6l

We will also give results concerning the eventual dimension and eventual hyperbolic
dimension of a function. The eventual dimension of a transcendental meromorphic function
is given by

ED(f) = lim HD{z € J(f): |f"(2)| > R, ¥n > 1},

and was first introduced by Rempe-Gillen and Stallard in [I6] for entire functions, although
the definition works for meromorphic functions as well. The concept of the eventual hy-
perbolic dimension of a transcendental function is a generalization of the notions of the
eventual dimension and the hyperbolic dimension of Shishikura (see [19]). The eventual
hyperbolic dimension, which was first developed by De Zotti and Rempe-Gillen, is given
by

EHD(f) = }%glgo sup{HD(X) : X C{z:|z| > R} is a hyperbolic set for f}.

In [15], Rempe-Gillen shows that the hyperbolic dimension of a transcendental function
f is equal to the Hausdorff dimension of the radial Julia set J,.(f), which is fully defined
in Section 2.2 Along the same vein as this result, we see that the eventual hyperbolic
dimension and the Hausdorft dimension of the set

J:(f, R) =1z € T.(f) - |["(2)| > R, ¥n > 1}

are similarly related.

1.1. Structure of the Paper. In Section 2 we recall some useful properties of meromor-
phic functions and certain notions from the study of non-autonomous dynamics as well as
provide a statement of our main results. Section [3] concerns the necessary tools from the
theory of non-autonomous iterated function systems. In Section 4l we will prove the first
part of Theorem 2.6, and in Section B we will prove the first part of Theorems 2.7] and
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2.8 In Section 6l we will discuss the eventual and eventual hyperbolic dimensions of several
well studied classes of functions as well as complete the proofs of our three main theorems.
We will also make a connection with the eventual hyperbolic dimension and the Hausdorff
dimension of the radial Julia set. Finally, in Section [7] we will provide several examples of
our main theorems.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND MAIN RESULTS

2.1. Meromorphic Functions. We refer the reader to the survey articles [2, [§ for a
thorough treatment of the dynamics of meromorphic functions.

In the sequel we will consider meromorphic functions of finite order p = p(f) < co. For
a € C we define the a-points to be the collection f~'(a) = {zn(a) : m € N}. Of particular
interest will be Borel series of the form

S(t,0) = Y Jamla)| .
meN
The exponent of convergence for the series is given by

pe(fya) :==inf {t >0:%(¢t,a) < co}.
A theorem of Borel shows that for all but at most two points a € @, we have that

(2'1) pc(fa CL) =p-

We say that a meromorphic function f is of divergence type if

S(p,a) = |zm(a)] ™" = oo
meN
We let P = P(f) denote the set of poles of f, and for each a € P we let m(a) denote
its multiplicity. If there are infinitely many poles and supposing that oo is not a Picard
exceptional point, we see that the sum
> lal™

acP

converges for t > p and diverges for ¢t < p. If in addition there is some M such that
m(a) < M for all a € P, then there must also be some largest integer M* < M such that

(2.2) > a™

a€PNm~—1(M*)
converges for ¢ > p and diverges for t < p.
By Sing(f~!) we denote the set of singular values, that is z € Sing(f~!) if 2 € C and

z is a critical or asymptotic value of f. In the sequel we will consider functions from the
Speiser class S and the Eremenko-Lyubich class B where

e f € Sif Sing(f!) is finite,

e f € Bif Sing(f™!) is bounded.
For more on these two classes of functions see [4]. In the sequel we will also require the use
of the following result which is commonly known as Iversen’s Theorem.
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Lemma 2.1 (Iversen’s Theorem). Let f be a transcendental meromorphic function such
that oo is not an asymptotic value. Then, f has infinitely many poles.

Since we will make significant use of them, we now present the celebrated distortion
theorems due to Koebe.

Theorem 2.2 (Koebe’s 1/4-Theorem). If z € C, r > 0 and f : B(z,r) — C is an arbitrary
univalent analytic function, then

f(B(z,1) € B(f(2), 47| f'(2)Ir).
Theorem 2.3 (Koebe’s Distortion Theorem). There exists a function k : [0,1) — [1,00)

such that for any z € C, r > 0, t € [0,1) and any univalent analytic function f : B(z,1) —
C we have that

sup{|f'(w)| : w € B(z,tr)} < k(t)inf{|f (w)| : w € B(z,tr)}.

In the sequel when we refer to Koebe’s distortion constant K, we mean K = k(1/2). The
following lemma is a straightforward consequence of the previous two distortion theorems.

Lemma 2.4. Suppose that D C C is an open set, z € D and f : D — C is an analytic
map which has an analytic inverse f71 defined on B(f(2),2R) for some R > 0. Then, for
every 0 <r < R

B(z, K7'r|f'(2)|7") € f71(B(f(2),7)) € Bz, Kr[f'(2)] 7).
Throughout the article, for R > 0 we let Br denote the set given by
Br={z€C:|z| > R},

and for z € C we let B(z,r) and B(z,r) denote the respectively open and closed disks
of radius r centered at z. We will also use the symbols < and < to denote comparable
values, by which we mean that A < B if and only if there is some constant C' > 1 such
that C71A < B < CA, and A < B if and only if there is C' > 1 such that A < CB.

2.2. Non-Autonomous Dynamics. Let .% = {f,} .o be a family of meromorphic func-
tions. Given a sequence w := (wy)nen in €2, we define the n'® iterate of the function
F,:C—Chby
F':=f, 0---0f, C—C.
If w is understood, we will write F™ instead of F' and f,, instead of f,,,.
We let F(F,,) be the set of points in C such that the iterates (F})>°; are defined and form

a normal family on some neighborhood, and let J(F,) = F(F,)°. Then, F(F,) and J(F,)
are the non-autonomous Fatou and Julia sets associated with the fiber w, respectively. By

Lo(F.) = {z € J(F,): lim Fl(z) = oo}

we denote the subset of the Julia set whose points escape to infinity under iteration of
F,,. The non-autonomous radial Julia set associated with a given sequence w, denoted by
J-(F,), is the set of all points z € J(F,) such that F}(z) is defined for all n € N and there
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is some § > 0 such that for infinitely many n € N, the disk B(F’(z), ) can be pulled back
univalently along the orbit of z.

Lemma 2.5. If .7 = (fu),cy 15 @ sequence of meromorphic functions and € C is a point
such that there exists a sequence & — &, & # &, and there is a subsequence (nj)jeN such
that

lim |(F"9)"(&k)| = oo,
j—00
where (F™1(&y)) ;e 18 bounded for all k > 1, then £ € J(F).

Proof. By way of contradiction, suppose £ € F(F). Then, there is some sufficiently small
neighborhood U > £ such that the iterates F"|y : U — C are defined, meromorphic, and
form a normal family on U. Note that U must not be a Baker domain, as we have that
the sequence (F9(&y));cy remains bounded by assumption. So, without loss of generality,

suppose that F™i |y converges uniformly to some holomorphic function g : U — C with
g(¢) € C and ¢'(§) # oco. By assumption, for all k sufficiently large we have that

(&) = lim (F)/(&)] = oc.

So, letting k — oo gives that ¢'({) = oo, which is a contradiction. Thus, we must have
that £ € J(F). O

Given an initial function fy and sequences ¢ = (¢,)02; and A = (A,)>2, of complex
numbers, we can define the non-autonomous additive and affine perturbation functions
F. . and F4 ., respectively, by first defining

Fu(2)=F(2)+ e and  fu(2) = M- f(2) +n
for each n € N, and then letting
Ft =f,0--0ofi and Fi, =f,0:0fy.

If in context the sequences ¢ and A are clear, we simply write F, and Fj.

2.3. Statement of Results. The goal of this article is to show that for sufficiently small
perturbative values, the dimensions of the escaping and radial sets of non-autonomous
additive and affine functions, F'; and F4, have the same upper and lower bounds as the
escaping and radial sets for the original unperturbed function f. In other words, we may
use the dimension of the autonomous dynamical system to estimate the dimension of the
non-autonomous system. We now present our three main results which concern the non-
autonomous perturbations of two large and distinct classes of meromorphic functions of
finite order. Our first result generalizes the results of [12].

Theorem 2.6. Let fy be a meromorphic function of finite order p and suppose that the
following hold.

(1) There exists a pole b of fy such that b & Sing(f;"). Let q be the multiplicity of b.
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(2) There are constants sg >0, @ >0 and o > —1 — 1/q such that
o < Q" for 2 fi' (), 2] — o0,
where Uy = B(b, so).

Then, there exist 6 > 0 and & > 0 such that if (\,), ey and (cn), ey are sequences in C such
that

Ay At € B(1,6)  and  ea| < e
for each n € N, then

p
HD(Jr(Fa)) 2 o957

Moreover, if fo has infinitely many such poles, then

p
EHD > -
(fo)_a+1+1/q

If, in addition, fo is of divergence type, then this last inequality is in fact strict.
The following two theorems generalize the results of [9], the first of which concerns the

dimension of I (F), while the second is concerned with the dimension of the radial Julia
set J-(Fla).

Theorem 2.7. Let fy : C — C be a transcendental meromorphic function of finite order
p > 0 such that the following hold.

(1) oo is not an asymptotic value of fo.
(2) There ezists a number R* > 0 and a co-finite subset P* C P, i.e. P\P* is finite,
such that

dist(Sing(f~'),a) > R*

for all a € P*.
(3) There exists RT > 0 such that for distinct poles a1, a; € P we have

B(ay, R") N B(ay, R") = 0.

(4) There exist M € N and 5 > 0 such that for each pole a € P* we have 1l < m(a) < M
and

5 -8
a mia) |a
[fo(2)] < VUW and | fy(2)] = —|Z _( Cz||m(|a)+1
for z € B(a, R").

Then, there is € > 0 such that if (c,),cy 95 a sequence in C with |c,| < € for all n € N,
then

M* HD(I(F. M
_ M (Lo (FY)) <ED(F,) <M
B+ M+1 EHD(F,) B+M+1

where 1 < M* < M is defined by ([2.2]).
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Theorem 2.8. If fo has infinitely many poles and satisfies hypotheses ([2)-{) from the
previous theorem, then for each 0 < t < BJF%:H there exist €;,0; > 0 such that if ¢, =
(Cn)pen and Ay = (M), ey are sequences in C such that |c,| < ¢ and \,, \,' € B(1,8;) for

each n € N, then
HD(J, (Faxe,)) > EHD(Fa ) >t

If, in addition, fy is of divergence type, then there exists €,6 > 0, no longer depending on
t, such that if ¢ = (cp),eny and X = (Ap), ey are sequences in C such that |c,| < ¢ and
A, A\t € B(1,6) for each n € N, then we have

pM*
> =
B+ M +1
Remark 2.9. Notice that Theorem 2.7 fully characterizes the dimension of the set I, for
any meromorphic function which, in addition to satisfying the hypotheses of the theorem,

has co-finitely many poles, all of which have the same multiplicity, in other words, M* = M.
This gives the following corollary.

HD(J,(Faxe)) > EHD(Fyz )

Corollary 2.10. Suppose fy satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem [2.7. If we have that
M = M*, then there is € > 0 such that if (c,),cy @5 a sequence in C with |c,| < e for all
n € N, then
HD(I.(F,)) = BHD(F,) = ED(F,) = — M < up(g.(r,)
colL'+)) = +) = AU Vi r(L'4))-
If, in addition, fy is of divergence type, then there are ,6 > 0 such that if (c,),cns (An)pen
are sequences in C with |c,| < e and \,, \,;! € B(1,0) for alln € N, then
pM
HD(I(F,)) = EHD(F,) =ED(F,) = ————— < EHD(F41) < HD(J,(F}4)).
(I<(F1)) = BHD(F,) = ED(F,) = =4 < BHD(Fy) < HD(Z(F)
Remark 2.11. An alternate interpretation of Corollary is that the Hausdorff dimen-
sion of the set I(fp) is stable under sufficiently small additive perturbations. In particular
we see that for a function fy meeting the hypotheses of Corollary 2.10 there is € > 0 such
that for any 0 < ¢ < ¢, we have

HD (I (fo)) = HD (I (fo + €)) = ﬁfij‘jﬂ

3. NoON-AUuTONOMOUS CONFORMAL ITERATED FUNCTION SYSTEMS

The main technique used throughout this article will be to build a non-autonomous
iterated function system whose limit set sits comfortably within the Julia set. We now
recall some properties of non-autonomous IFSs.

Definition 3.1. For each n > 0, we let X,, C R% be a compact, connected set which is
regularly closed, i.e.
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[e.e]

A non-autonomous conformal iterated function system (NCIFS) ® on the sequence (X,,)5%,
is a sequence ®M, @ . where for each n > 1,

o) = {p": Xy = X,y si€ 1]

is a countable collection of contractions such that the following seven conditions are satis-

fied.

(Open Set Condition) For all j € N and all a # b € I™ we have
Pl (Int(X,)) N g} (Int (X)) = 0.

(Conformality) There exists an open connected set W,, O X,, (independent of i €

I™) such that each map gogn) extends to a C' conformal diffeomorphism of W, into
Wi _1.

(Bounded Distortion) There exists a constant K > 1 such that for any £ < ¢ and
any word wyWy1 - . - we with w; € IV for each k < j < ¢, the map ¢ = @&i)o . ~o<p£,€)

satisfies
|Dp(z)| < K |Dp(y)|

for all z,y € W,.
(Uniform Contraction) There is a constant 5 < 1 such that

|De(x)| < 5™
) (+m)

for all sufficiently large m € N, all x € X,,, and all maps ¢ = @, o+ 0@y,
where j > 1 and wy, € I®) for each k.
(Geometry Condition): There exists N € N such that for all n € N there exist

Fg"), . .Fg\?) C W,, such that each of the Fg-") are convex and

N
X, c|Jri.

j=1
We also suppose there exists 9 > 0 such that for each x € X,, we have that
B(z,? - diam(X,)) C W,.

(Uniform Cone Condition): There exist o,y > 0 with v < 7 such that for every
n € N and every x € X,, there is an open cone

Con(x, ugz, v, a - diam(X,,)) C Int(X,,)

with vertex z, direction vector u,, central angle of measure v, and altitude « -
diam(X,,) comparable to diam(X,,).

e (Diameter Condition): For each n € N we have

o1 . ;
7}1_}120 - log diam(X,,) =0 and r}l—)nolo n i‘;% log m a
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Definition 3.2. A NCIFS @ is called stationary if the sequence of sets (X,,)22, is constant,
ie. if X,, = X,, for all n,m > 0. To emphasize when a particular NCIF'S is not stationary,
we will call that system non-stationary. The system ® is called finite if the collections &)
are finite for each n, and infinite otherwise. ® is said to be uniformly finite if there is a
constant M > 0 such that #I1™ < M for each n € N.

Remark 3.3. Notice that if each of the spaces X, is convex, then the Uniform Cone
Condition and the Geometry Condition hold. Furthermore, Koebe’s Distortion Theorem
implies that the Bounded Distortion Property holds for dimension d = 2. If the system
® is in fact a stationary NCIFS, then the Uniform Cone Condition, Geometry Condition,
and Diameter Condition are automatically satisfied.

The limit set of a NCIFS @ is defined as

where

For each n € N and 0 <t < d we define the potential functions

Zo(t) = D2 )l and Za(t) = 3 ||

t
)

wel™ iel(n)
where we take ||-|| to denote the sup norm. Bounded distortion implies that
(3.1) Zn(t) = K7 Z00) (1) -+ Zy (1).

The lower pressure function can then be defined as
1
P(t) = liminf — log Z,,().

n—oo M,
We say that Bowen’s formula holds for the system & if the Hausdorff dimension of the limit
set coincides with the Bowen dimension of the limit set, that is if

HD(Jg) = Ba,
where the Bowen dimension Bg is given by
Bg :=sup{t>0:P(t) >0} =inf{t >0: P(t) <0} =sup{t >0: Z,(t) = oo} .

Definition 3.4. We say that a NCIFS ® is subexponentially bounded if

1
lim = log #I™ = 0.

n—oo 1

In the sequel we will make use of the following theorem.

Theorem 3.5. If ¢ is a finite, subexponentially bounded NCIFS, then Bowen’s formula
holds.

See [17] for a proof in the stationary setting, and [I] for a proof in the non-stationary
setting.
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4. RADIAL SET FOR AFFINE PERTURBATIONS

Throughout this section we consider a general meromorphic function fy of finite order p
like those considered by Mayer in [12]. We suppose that the following hold.

(M1) There exists a pole b of fy such that b & Sing(f; ). Let b be such a pole and let
g = m(b) be the multiplicity of b.
(M2) There are constants sop > 0, @ > 0 and o« > —1 — 1/g such that
(4.1) () < Q" for 2 € f5 (Un), |2] = oo,
where Uy = B(b, so).
The proof of the main theorem of this section will rely on our ability to construct a

finite, stationary NCIFS, whose limit set is contained within the non-autonomous Julia set
J(Fy), for which we can find a suitable lower bound for its Hausdorff dimension.

Theorem 4.1. Let fy be a meromorphic function of finite order p satisfying conditions
[(M1) and|(M2) above with pole b and neighborhood Uy = B(b, so). Then, there existe,§ > 0
such that if (A\n), ey and (cn),en are sequences in C such that

Ay A\ € B(1,6)  and  ep| < e

for each n € N, then
p

a+1+1/q

Proof. Suppose b is a pole of fy with multiplicity ¢. Note that near the pole b, f; is of the
form

HD(J,(Fa)) =

_ 9o(2)
&) = 0y

where g is a function which is analytic on a neighborhood of b with go(b) # 0. Without
loss of generality we may assume that sq is sufficiently small such that the following hold:

(i) No singular values of fy belongs to U* := B(b, 2s0), i.e. Sing(f; ') NU* = 0,
(ii) For each w € U*\ {b} we have

(4.2) [ folw)] =

Now let

1 1+1/q
o b = | folw)[7.
V= fo(Uo\ {0}),

which is a nonempty punctured neighborhood of co. Choose Ry > 0 sufficiently large such
that Br, C V. Recall that the b-points for f; is the collection of points

{29 :m e N} = f7(b).

Then, zY — 0o as m — oo. For each 2\ € ft(b) NV let o'W . Uy — C denote the
holomorphic inverse branch of fy such that gpﬁ,?(b) = 2 In Claim 3.1 of [12], Mayer shows

that there exists My € N such that for all m > M,
807(72)((]0) - BRo CcV.
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As fo : Uy — V is an unbranched covering of V', for any 2 C Bg,\ {co} open and simply
connected, we define g to be an inverse branch of fy : Up\ {b} — V defined on Q such
that

¥a(2) € U\ {b}.

In particular, for each m > My, we define wﬁ?} to be an inverse branch of fy defined on
¢§2)(U0). Mayer then shows that the infinite autonomous iterated function system given
by

@0:{’}/7(72) ZUO—)UQZW’LZMQ},
where %(72) = w,(,?) o <p£2>, is such that the limit set Jg, of @ is contained within the Julia
set J(fo). Mayer is then able to estimate that

p
HD(Jp ) > P
(%)_a+1—|—1/q

by showing that

Z ‘(’Yﬁr?))/(b)‘ > Z ‘Zﬁg)‘—t(a—l-l—l-l/q).

m> Mo m> Mo

In view of (2.I]), we see that ﬁ;l/q is the critical exponent of the full series
Z }27(2) }—t(oc-i-l-i-l/q) ‘
m>1

Thus, he obtains the result by applying Theorem 3.15 of [10], which says that the Hausdorff
dimension of the limit set of an infinite (autonomous) conformal IFS S = {v; : X — X}
on a set X is at least as large as

jEN

(4.3) g .= inf{t>0:ZM-(:C)V<OO,I€X}.

jeN
Now we build off Mayer’s construction to prove our result. We begin by letting

S0

4.4 0<s1 < —=
(44) LS T6K?
where K comes from Koebe’s Distortion Theorem. Let U; = B(b, s1), and let Ry > Ry
such that

(4.5) Ya(2) C Uy
for all 2 C Bpg, open and simply connected. Let Ry > 3R;, and we choose €,0 > 0 such
that the following hold:

0 )< min{s—o %‘),%},

o (14+0)[r j‘bg(l b|)] < so,

+ |
e ¢ <min{%,5 Ry}
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To see that such a § > 0 does in fact exist, we note that (1 + ) [sq + d(1 + [b])] < so if

—1 [ 4 dptens

o
0<d< 5

Since 20 — 00, we take My > My sufficiently large such that

(4.6) o (Uo) C Br,

for all m > M;. Then, by our choice of ¢, we have that
Rg — &
1496

Z R17

since
(1+5)R1—|—€ S 2R1—|—R1 :3R1 S Rg.

For each n € N, we suppose that |c,| < & and that both \,, ;' € B(1,d). Furthermore,
for each w € C, define

fo(w) = N fo(w) + cy.

We now claim that for each n € N we have that
Ul — Cp

(4.7) be » C U,
where
U1>\—cn _ {w;cn :weUl}.
To see this we simply calculate ' '
w — ¢y, w—c¢, b—oc, b—c,
] e e M ET

= A\ w = b+ A b = ¢ — Anb]
< (140) [s14 |en] + 1 = A [5]]
< (1+0) [s1+ (1 + [b])] < so.

For each n € N and m > M; we define the inverse branch gog,ff) of f, on Uy by
o) =l (1)),

and hence, by (£6) and (£L7T), we have that

(4.8) o (Uh) € o) (Uo) € Br,

for all m > M; and n € N. We also note that condition (4.1l above ensures that

(Y (w)| = K o (w)] ™,
for each w € Uj.
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Now, given ([A.3]) and (46l we have that

(0)(U0) —c,
A

(4.9) Q) .= 7 C B,

n

for all n € N and all m > M. Define
Qﬁy(:) = IDQ(n) : QT(Q) — Uo
to be an inverse branch of fy : Up\ {b} — V on Q. Equivalently, we see that ¥ is an

inverse branch of f, : Uy\ {b} — V defined on ¢\3) (Us). In light of @), {6), and (@3)
we see that

(4.10) D) C UL C Uy
for all n € N and all m > M;. In view of (£9) and (A.I0) we see that
v (el () € Uy
for all n € N and all m > M;. Now, define
A = U o T, S T
for all n € N and m > M;.

Fix t < m S 2. Then,

(4.11) Z ‘Z,(,g)}_t(aHH/Q) = o0,
m> My

and thus there is some N; € N, depending on ¢, such that

M1+Ny
(4.12) Z }zT(S) ‘_t(‘”l*l/‘ﬁ > 9lH204+2/0) (2002 )
m=M;

where L > 1 is the comparability constant coming from (Z.2I).
Letting 1™ = {m e N: M; <m < M; + N}, for each n € N we set

o .= {77(7:‘) U, —»U;:me I(")} ,
and let
® = (M)

neN’

Note that while the alphabets I do not depend upon n, the collection ® does depend on
n. Since the images of the inverse branches are disjoint, the open set condition is satisfied,
and as #1™ = N, + 1 for each n € N, we have that ® is a uniformly finite, stationary
NCIFS. Thus, Bowen’s formula holds, i.e.

HD(Jp) = Ba.

Now, to see that Jo C J(F4) as desired, suppose z € Jg. Since |7, (z)| = 0 as |w| =n —
00, where |w| denotes the length of the word w, then we see |(F3")(z)| — oo as n — oo.
Thus, applying Lemma 2.5 we see that the limit set Jp is contained in the Julia set J(F4).
Furthermore, by construction, we have that Jo C J,.(F4).
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Now we estimate a lower bound of the Hausdorff dimension of the limit set of ® analogous
to 6 given in (A.3)) for the autonomous setting (comp. [17], [1]).
Let wﬁg) = A9, b + ¢o, for each n € N and M; < m < M; + N,. Notice that

A ) = 0.

Then,

Zwy(®) = Y |5 (wli)
m=M;
M1+Ny .
= > @Y ) (wi)]
m=NM;
M1+Ny » .
= Z ‘f2n 1 2n b ‘ ‘f2n )‘
m=M1
Mi+N¢ —t .
= > Panaal T A@ETIEDN T Aanl | £z
m=NM;
M1+Nt »
> (1=6)" Y @iV ED] [ foS

m=M1

As b 8"V € Uy and wi € Uy, applying @), (@2), and [@IZ) we see
M1+Ny¢ . —t
Zay(t) 2 Q7 (=0 D [V [
m=NM;
M1+Ny

> QL= S [0 o)

‘—t

m=M;
My+N; Z(O) c —t(1+1/q) .
—t7— m = 2n—1 —tla
=Q 'L 1-9* Y |f (w,ﬁ? <?>> |20
m=M n-
Mt t(1+1/q) ¢
= QLML = 8 P[0 [ o | D)
m=NM;
Mi1+Ny
> Q'L N1 — 5)t(3+1/q) Z ‘ZT(;S) — oy ‘—t(1+1/q) ‘Zﬁg)}—ta.
m=M;

Given that t < 2, § < %, and that ‘zm) — Cop— 1‘ < 2’zm ‘ foralln € Nand M; <m <

M; + N, (if this were not the case we could otherwise take M; sufficiently large), we have
M1+Ny
Z(n ( ) > Q tr- 12 (1+1/q)(1 . 5)t(3+1/q) Z }Zg)‘—t(1+1/Q) \Z,(,?)}_ta
m=NM;
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M1+Nt

> Q—tL—IQ—t(4+2/q) Z ‘Zﬁg)‘—t(o&l—l—l/@
m=M;
—2 7 —19—2(4+2/q) By 0) | ~tlat+1+1/q) 2
>Q2L7'2 DN W] > 2K
m=DM;
Thus, in light of (31I), we see that
Zn(t) = 2",

which in turn implies that P(¢) > 0, and hence HD(Jg) > t. As this holds for each

t < m, we reach the conclusion that

1%
HD(jT’(FA)) 2 ma

which finishes the proof. U
The following result of Mayer [12] follows in part from our Theorem A1
Corollary 4.2. Let f be a meromorphic function of finite order p which satisfies the hy-

potheses of the previous theorem, including the constants o and q. Then,

p

If, in addition, f is of divergence type, then the inequality becomes strict.

Remark 4.3. We are unable to prove a corresponding statement concerning functions
of divergence type as the theory of non-autonomous iterated function systems is not as
developed as the theory of infinite iterated function systems with respect to the number 6,
compare [1] and [I1].

5. ESCAPING SET FOR ADDITIVE PERTURBATIONS

We now examine the class of functions investigated by Kotus and Urbariski in [9]. Let
P =P(f) = f(c0) denote the set of all poles of the function f. Let m be the function
on the set of poles P which assigns to each pole a its multiplicity m(a). In this section
we will consider a transcendental meromorphic function, fy, : C — (@, of finite order p > 0
such that the following hold.

(KU1) oo is not an asymptotic value of fo.
(KU2) There exists a co-finite subset P* C P, which means precisely that P\P* is finite,
and there exists R* > 0 such that

dist(Sing(f 1), a) > 2R

for all a € P*.
(KU3) There exists R > 0 such that for distinct poles a;,as € P we have

B(ay, R") N B(ay, RY) = 0.
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(KU4) There exist M € N and 8 > 0 such that for each a € P*

ja =" / m(a) a| ™
————— and |fi(2)]| X ————
|Z - a|m(a) 0 |Z - a|m(a)+1
for 2 € B(a, R"), where m(a) € N with 1 < m(a) < M.
Note that Lemma [2.1] implies that fy has infinitely many poles. As m : P — N takes on
only finitely many values, there is M € N such that m(a) < M for each a € P and there
is a largest integer M* < M such that the sum

> (Atla)

aem~—1(M*)

[fo(2)] =

is finite for ¢ > p and infinite for ¢t < p.

Theorem 5.1. If fy satisfies the above conditions|(KU1){(KUJ), then there is ¢ > 0 such
that if (cn),ey 15 a sequence in C with |c,| < e for alln € N, then

pM
HD(I(F})) < ————.
(P < 575
Remark 5.2. The idea behind the proof relies on fact that oo is not an asymptotic value
of fy, nor f, for any n. This means that points which escape to infinity under iterates of
F'y must remain close to poles.

Proof. Let S* = min {2R*, R'}. Then,
(5.1) dist(Sing(f; 1), P*) > 25*.

Let 0 < S < S*/2 and choose 0 < ¢ < S* —2S. Then, the disks B(a,S*) are mutually
disjoint as for a € P*. Taking Ry sufficiently large with Ry > max {QR*, RT}, we have that

Bgr, C fo(B(a,S"))
for each a € P* since
a7 (57 S fal T S 1.
For R > 0 denote
Pr := PN Bg.
Let Ry > R, sufficiently large such that
Br, C fo(B(a,S*)) and dist(Sing(f;'),a) > 2R*

for all a € Pg,, which must exist since P\P* is finite. For each a € P and R > 0 we let
B,(R) denote the connected component of f;'(Bg) which contains a. Then, for R > R
and a € Pg, we have

(5.2) B.(R) C B(a, S*).
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Now, hypothesis [(KU4)| also implies that there is a constant L > 1 such that for all a € P
and all R > 2R* we have

(5.3) diam(B,(R)) < LR™Y/m@ |q|#/ma)
Choose Ry > R; sufficiently large such that for all R > Ry we have

(5.4) diam(B,(R)) < LR~Ym(a) |a|—6/m(a) < LS~ 1/m@ |a|—ﬁ/m(a) .
If

U C (Bg,\{o0}) N (U B(a, 2R*)>

acP

is open and simply-connected, then all holomorphic inverse branches f,; ;U. of fy, which
take U into B(a, R*), are all well defined for 1 < j7 < m(a). Hypothesis [(KU4)| then allows

us to write
(5.5) (fokus) ()| = 1217
for z € U. Let K > 1 be the comparability constant for the previous equation (5.5). For
two poles ay, ay € Bog, we denote by

f&jlm,j : B(ag,2R*) - C, j=1<j<m(ay),

all inverse branches of f, which send the point as to a;. Considering (5.2]) and (5.5) it then
follows that

(56 fihany(Blas, R) € By 2Ry~ RY) € Buy(R) € Blar. ) € Blar, ).
Let (cn), ey be a sequence in C such that |c,| < € for alln € N, and define f,(2) = fo(2)+cn
for all n € N and z € C. Furthermore, let the function F. : C — C be defined by
F(z) = fuo- -0 fi(2)
for all n € N. By our choice of S and € > 0 we have that z — ¢, € B(a,S*) C B(a, R")

for all z € B(a,2S) and n € N. Thus, for poles a;,as € Bsg, the inverse branches
-1 : B(a2,25) — C, 1 < j <mf(ay), are well defined and given by

n,a1,a2,J

m(a)+1
m

__B_
(@) |a m(a)

n_,(il,ag,j(z) = -f()_,all,ag,j(z - Cn)
for z € B(ag,25). Moreover, in view of (5.6), we have that
(5.7) -l (Bl(ay, 9)) C B(ay,S)

n7a1 7a2 7j

for each n € Nand 1 < j <m(ay). Set
Ig(Fy):={2€C:|F}(2)] > Rforalln>1}.

Since Y ,.p |a| " converges if u > p, then given ¢ > M”iﬂj‘/ﬁl, there is Rz > R, sufficiently
large such that

L B+M
(5.8) ME S Jo 0 <1,

aEPRS
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Let Ry > 4R3 and define I := Pgr,. Now, in view of (5.6) and (5.7)), it follows that for
every n € N and R > 2R, the family of sets

W, = {fl_,;o,al,jo ©---0 n_,infl,an,jnfl(Ban(R/2)) ra;€1,1< Ji < m(a'i)>i =0,... >n}

is well defined and covers Ig(F). To see this we note that since oo is not an asymptotic
value for f,,, each of the connected components of the inverse images of Br under f,, contain
neighborhoods of poles.

In light of (5.4]) and (5.5]), we can write the following estimate

m(ao) m(an—1)
Se=d_ D D D D dam (fidnn ©© faansanns (Ban (R/2))
IIOEI j() 1 Qan— 161 ]n 1= 1 CLnGI
m(ao) m(an—1) '
S Z Z T Z Z Z H fl 00,01 ]O o n_yinflyanyjnfl)/‘Ban(R/z) H diamt(Ban (R/2>>
IIOEI ]():1 QAn— 161 ]n 1= 1 CLnGI *°

m(ao) m(an—1) | (m(ao)+1)/m(ao) \ * |an|—(m(an,1)+1)/m(an,1) t
IDIELD ED DD DL o e

aOEI j0:1 Qan— 161 .]n 1=1 an€l |an_l

t
S " m(an) 1
t —_— —_—
< L (2) [T

i m(ao) man
<I! <_)” Kntz i Z Zl Z |a| 5/M |an| |a1|) g BM 4L

aOEI .70 1 an—1€1 ]n 1= 1an€I
L mia ma
‘ IV (a0) n_1) _BMA1
=L K0 30 > D (lanl++Jag)™
ap€l jo=1 Qn— 1€I Jn—1=1 an€l
t
2\ M B+M+1
—t— =
SLt <_ Knt E |a| M"
ael
t n
2\ M ; _pBMA1
=L' 5 ME"S o750 )
ael

Thus, (5.8) gives us that 3, < L!(2/S)"M for each n € N. Since the diameters of the sets
of the covers W,, converge to 0 uniformly as n — oo, we can estimate the t-dimensional
Hausdorff measure to be

H'(Ip(Fy)) < L'(2/S)"™.

Thus, we must have HD(Ig(F)) < t. Setting

Ip.(Fy) = {z eC: hmmf |F(z)| > R} = U FIM(IR(FY)),
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we see that

HD(Io(F})) < HD(Ip(Fy)) = HD(In(F,)) < .

pM

Letting ¢ — 520+

provides the desired result. O

Together with Theorem [5.1] the following theorem completes the proof of the first part
of Theorem 2.7l

Theorem 5.3. If fy satisfies the same hypotheses|(KUI1 (K U/ ) as in the previous theorem,
then

pM”
HD(I(F,)) > —F——.
(elFa) 2 5
Proof. In order to prove Theorem we follow the insights of Remark in order to
construct a non-stationary NCIFS which is contained in I (Fy). Let Ry, ..., Ry, S*, S, e
be as in the previous proof. Then, for (c,), oy in C with |¢,| < € and two poles a,b € Byg,
we have

(5.9) -l (B(b,S)) C B(a,9).

n,a,b,1

Enumerate the set
P = Pag, N m_l(M*) ={ap,a1,...}

in such a way that |a,| < |a,+1| for each n € N. We may assume without loss of generality
that |ag| > 1, as if this were not the case we could simply increase the value of Rs.
Recursively define a sequence (&,)22, of natural numbers as follows. Let & = 0. Since
Y uep la| ™" converges if u > p, then for a fixed ¢t < %, for n > 1 let the number
&nt = &n, depending on ¢, be the least integer such that

5" * * *
(5.10) Z ‘aj|—t46+ﬁ*+l > O FHATT ‘anf(zﬁf%;l)(m%*H) _ oAt lan|? .

Jj=&n-1+1

where K is defined as before, to be the constant of comparability coming from (G5.5). As
la,| — 0o as n — oo we see that &, — 0o as n — oo as well. For n > 1 define

Yr i = Ent1 — Ens
let oy =1, and for n > 2 let

(5.11) Q=Y
j=2

Without loss of generality, we may assume that v, = & > 1, otherwise we may increase
Ry to be sufficiently large. Now we seek to define a NCIFS whose limit set sits inside of
the set of escaping points. To that end, we begin by defining the alphabets on which our
system operates. First we let

I(Oél) :[(1) :{1’..-,61761_'—1}'
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For each 1 < j < 75 — 1 we let

T+ = JO+D) — f1 & 6+ 1,..., &6+ 5},
Then, for 7 = 5 — 1 we have

109 = 109 = {6 +1,...,6}.
In general, for k > 2 let
100 = {6 1 +1,...,&)}
and for ag, < n < apq with n = ay + 7 for some 1 < j < g — 1 let
I =7 = (g 4+ 1, 6,6+ 1, ., &+ 5}

Since the alphabets I grow in size by at most one element with each time step, we clearly

have that the alphabets grow subexponentially, that is
1
lim = log #I1™ = 0.

n—oo 1

With our alphabets defined we now wish to define a NCIFS over these alphabets which
follows the orbit of Fy. To do this we first define the following counting function 7'(n)
which counts the number of iterations up to and through time n. Specifically, we let

T(n)=2n+k for n= a4+ 7,

. {72—2 if k=2
Ve =
v — 1

where 0 < 7 <~/ and

if k> 2.
Now we define our contractions as follows. For n = oy, k > 1, and each i € I define the
map <p§n) : Blay, S) — B(ay_1,S) by

(n) . p—1 -1 -1
i = fT(”)_Zakflyak,l © fT(n)—Lauak,l © fT(”)’aiﬂkJ

If a < n < apyq with n = ag + j for some 1 < j < v,1 — 1, then for each i € 1™ we
define the map ©\™ : B(ay, S) — B(ax, S) by
(n) . =1 -1
Y= fT(n)—l,ai,ak,l © fT(n),ai,ak,l

For each n € N, with oy < n < a4, we define the functions s, t as follows

k—1 ifn=q
s(n) = .
k if ap <n < gy
and
0 fn=a =1
=9,
Eooifl<ap<n<ag.
Letting

o) — {gpz(.n) : E(at(n), S) — B(as(n), S) NS I(")}
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denote the collection of contraction mappings at time n on the sequence of closed disks
(F(at(n), S ))ZOZO defines a non-stationary NCIFS ®. Indeed, since each of the sets B(a,, S)
is convex, we have that the Uniform Cone, and Geometry Conditions are immediately satis-
fied. Furthermore the diameters are constant so we also have that the Diameter Condition
is immediately satisfied as well. By construction, we have that

Jo = () U 0u(Blag, 8)) € () 1B (a0, 5)

n=1wel™

since every pole is eventually discarded from the construction in favor of a pole of higher
modulus. Furthermore, we have that & is subexponentially bounded. Thus, Bowen’s
formula holds. In order to find a lower bound for HD(/(F)) we aim to find a lower
bound for B = HD(Jg), which we accomplish by estimating Z,,)(t). We first consider the
case when n = qy, for k > 1. Applying (5.10), in this case we have

Zwy(t) =) ( ))
=€k 1

i€l
k y .
> K3 Z |ak|—t% |ak—1|_t% ak|_t6+ﬁ*+l o] ERY-ESUALS

t t

/
H fT —2,a_1,ax,1 fT(” —L,ai,ak,1 fT auak,l)

i=Ek—1
> K~ 3t Z |a |—2t |a| t“ﬁﬁl
i=Er_1
ZQK%K—?H |—2t5+
(5.12) o8 |ak|2<ﬁ+llvvfj*+1_t> 6+ﬁ*+1

For oy, < n < apqq with n = oy + j for 1 < j <., again using (5.10), we similarly get

) t ety /It
_ n o —1 —1
L) (t) = Z (9% ) = Z (fﬂn)—l,ai,ak,lOfT(n),ai,ak,l)
ieI(”) =8k -1
/ t
2 fT(n —1,a;,ar,1 -fT al,ak,l)
i= §k
_ B+M +1 B+M*+1
>K”Zmut Jag
i=€k—1

l3+1\ +1

> QK I |2 ||

ot ( 2p Ai t) [3+M*+1
— 2K6+M*+1 |a | B+M*+1 M

oM B+M*+1

(5.13) > oK a3 g 2t S5




22 JASON ATNIP

Thus, in view of (5.12), (5.13]), and the definition of ¢(n), we have that for any ap < n <
k41

pM* B+M*+1

(5.14) Ziy(t) > 2[(;3?17%11_?” ‘at(n)‘2<6+M*+1_t) Ve

Applying (31)) and (5.14]) we see that
Zn(t) = K" Z0) (1) -+ Zw) (t)

n

pM* t) B+M*+1
> 2nK—ntK 5+M*+1 | | ‘at( ﬁ+]\/[*+1 MF
=1

B+M*+1
22”K4 <6+4M*+*1 } i ‘2n<ﬂ+M*+1 ) MF

Thus, noting that |ag| > 1 and K > 1, for t <
quently, P(¢) > 0, which implies that

t < HD(Jp) < HD(Ino(F4)).

m we have that Z,(t) > 2". Conse-

Letting t — finishes the proof. O

6+M*+1

Remark 5.4. We should point out that although we have chosen to present Theorem [5.3]
within the generality of non-autonomous dynamics, the previous result, to the best of the
author’s knowledge, was not previously known even in the autonomous case.

The following theorem differs from the previous two in two main ways. First, we no
longer require that oo is not an asymptotic value for fy, but rather, we will only require
that fy has infinitely many poles. Second, our choice of the perturbative values ¢, 4§ will
depend upon the value of ¢, and will inhibit our ability to find a satisfactory lower bound
except in the case that fy is of divergence type. In particular, we prove the following.

Theorem 5.5. Let fo: C — C be a transcendental meromorphic function with inﬁmtely
many poles that satisfies hypotheses |(KU2H(KU/4). Then, for each 0 <t < B+M*+1 there

exist 4,0, > 0 such that if ¢, = (cn),eny and Ay = (An),cn are sequences in C such that
lcn| < & and Ny, N\ € B(1,6;) for each n € N, then

HD(jT(FAAt,Ct)) >t

If, in addition, fy is of divergence type, then there exists €,0 > 0, no longer depending on
t, such that if ¢ = (cp),eny and X = (A), ey are sequences in C such that |c,| < ¢ and
Ay N1 € B(1,6) for each n € N, then

pM*
(jr( A)\c)) Z m

Proof. With the exception of the choice of ¢, the proof runs the same as the proof of
Theorem B up to (B.6), i.e. let Ry, ..., Ry, S*, S be the same such that we have

(5.15)  fol . (Blag, R")) C By, (2Ry — R*) € By, (Ra) € Blay, S) C Blay, RY).
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Again, let
P = Pop, Nm H(M*) = {ag,ay,...}

be enumerated, such that |a,| < |a,11| for all a, € & and all n > 0, and again we assume
that R, has been taken large enough such that |ag| > 1. Now, since >~ |a|™" converges

if u > p, then for t < 22

AT there is some N, € N, depending on ¢, such that

(5.16) j§i|an|_t£%%;il;2 2}(3(6$ﬁﬁ}1)|a0|ﬁfﬁf+fﬂ+££#4 ::2}(3(Ef%§%T)|aOV'
n=1

Let I ={ay,...,an,}. Choose g, 60; > 0 such that the following hold”

® & < 0y,

o 5 < S=25

o (1+6)(6(1+]a])+S) <% foralacl.
Let (cp),eny and (An),cn be sequences in C such that |c,| < & and \,, A\t € B(1,6,) for
each n € N and define f,, : C — C to be the affine perturbation of f, at time n given by

fn(z) = )‘nfO(Z) + Cn.
By our choice of €, d; we have that for each a € I and each z € B(a, S)

Z— ¢y

(5.17) " € B(a,S").
Indeed,
S al < A el 4 |z = al 1= A Jal)
' < (1406:) (e + S+ ]al)
(5.18) <(1468) (0e(L+1a]) +9) < %.
The requirement that ¢; < 5*2;,25 ensures that such a ¢; exists. As it implies that

(14+6:)S < 8*/2,
we see that solving (5.I8]) reduces to choosing

—1+ /14251 + |an,|) !
5 .

0<d <

For each a € I we fix inverse branches of f,

o ,:B(a,S) —C and f}

n,a,a0,1 n,00,0,1

Together (5.15) and (5.I7) gives us that
-l (B(a,9)) C Blag,S) and f;! (B(ag,S)) C B(a,S).

n,a,a0,1 n,a0,a,1

: B(CLmS) — C.

For each n € N and a € I we let the function got(l") be defined by
Spt(zn) = f2_n1—1,a0,a,1 © f2_n1,a,ao,l : E(QO’ S) - E(QO’ S)
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Then, each of the functions <p[(l") is a contraction, and as there are only finitely many of

them, they are in fact uniformly contracting. Thus, the collection

¢ = ( )neN ({90 aG[})neN

forms a stationary NCIFS in the style of [I7], for which Bowen’s formula holds. The limit
set Jp of the NCIFS @ is given by

As () (2)] = 0 for |w| = n — oo, we have that |(F3")'(2)] — oo as n — oo. Thus,
Lemma implies that Jo C J(F4). In fact, by construction, we have that Jo C J,.(Fa).
Now, for each n € N we use (5.16)) to estimate

D=3 1) = St aoar © Fontaao)]|

a€l ael
> K'Y Jaol U o
a€cl
> 2K6i77v%11_2t |ag |—1t5+ 7 |a0‘p

_3pM* o ( —t) B+M*+1
= 2K BFM*+1 |a0‘ 6+M*+1 MF

Since t < K > 1, and |ag| > 1 for each n € N, we have

/3+M*+1’

B+M*+1

Zn(t) > K™ Zay(t) - Zioy () > 2"K3n<7ﬁfl\¥*+l_t> |a0|”<5+’%+1—t) > on,

Thus, P(t) > 0 and hence, HD(Jg) > ¢, which finishes the proof of the first statement.

Now, if fy is of divergence type, then for t = 51 J\J‘; —7 we have that the sum

>
an€P
and as such, we are able to find N; < oo as in (5.16]). Continuing the proof from there in
the same manner as before, we see that there is €, > 0, which no longer depend on ¢, such

that

*

mpTM*H < HD(Js) < HD(J,(Fy)),

completing the proof. O

Remark 5.6. Note that our choices of €,0 must go to zero as t approaches the critical
exponent unless we know that the function f is of divergence type. This is precisely
because in the case where fj is of divergence type we are assured a finite number N, such
that the sum (5.10) is sufficiently large. If fj is not of divergence type, then we must choose
N, equal to oo, which necessarily means that the values €, must be equal to zero as they
are tied to the value of NV; in an inverse manner.



NON-AUTONOMOUS MEROMORPHIC FUNCTIONS 25

6. EVENTUAL DIMENSIONS

In this section we collect together several results, some of which are new and some of
which are already known, concerning the eventual dimension and the eventual hyperbolic
dimension of several classes of transcendental functions. In particular, we provide results
for the two main classes which have already been discussed.

The eventual dimension of a function f, given by

ED(f) = lim HD({z € J(f) : [{"(2)| > R, ¥n > 1}),

was first introduced by Rempe-Gillen and Stallard for entire functions f in [16], though it
had been used implicitly before by several authors. The definition, however, is equally valid
in the case that f is meromorphic. The following proposition was proven by Rempe-Gillen
and Stallard first in the case of transcendental entire functions, but their same proof holds
more generally for transcendental meromorphic functions.

Proposition 6.1. Let f be a transcendental meromorphic function. Then,
(6.1) HD(I(f)) < ED(f) < HD(J(f)).

In [3], Bergweiler and Kotus show that for a transcendental meromorphic function f € B
of finite order p such that oo is not an asymptotic value and there is some M € N such
that the multiplicity of co-finitely many poles is at most M, then

2Mp
HD(7 <ED(f) < ,
(1) < BD() < 5
In fact, they provide a function f such that
2Mp . 2Mp
= : n >
HD((f) = 537, @nd  HD ({z € C: liminf |f"(2)] > R}) > ST

for all R > 0. In particular, we see that there is a transcendental meromorphic function f
such that

HD(/o(f)) < ED(f).

This of course shows that the first inequality of (6.1]) may in fact be strict and the two
quantities need not be equal.

The notion of the eventual hyperbolic dimension of a function f, which was introduced
by De Zotti and Rempe-Gillen for entire functions, is given by

EHD; (f) = sup {HD(X) : X C Bp is hyperbolic for f},

where the set X C C is hyperbolic for f if X is compact and forward invariant such that
for some n € N and some A > 1 we have

(f") x| > A

Again, this definition is valid for meromorphic functions. In [15] Rempe-Gillen shows that
the hyperbolic dimension of a function f is the same as the Hausdorff dimension of its
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radial Julia set, i.e.

HypDim(f) = HD(ZJ:.(f))

The same proof shows that the same relationship between the dimension of hyperbolic sets
and the dimension of the radial Julia set is also true for the eventual hyperbolic dimension
of a meromorphic function f. Indeed, we have the following.

Theorem 6.2. Given a meromorphic function f : C — C, the quantities EHD,(f) and
EHD,(f) := lim HD ({2 € 7.(f) : [f"(2)] > R, ¥n > 0})
—00

exist and are equal. We call their common value the eventual hyperbolic dimension of f,
and denote it by

EHD(f) = EHD; (f) = EHD,(f).

Remark 6.3. Notice that the notion of eventual dimension immediately generalizes to
include all non-autonomous functions and even though the idea of a hyperbolic set is not
clear for non-autonomous dynamics. In light of the previous theorem, we take the eventual
hyperbolic dimension of a general non-autonomous function to be the Hausdorff dimension
of its radial Julia set.

Clearly by definition, specifically the definition of EHDs(f), we have that
(6.2) EHD(f) <ED(f) and EHD(f) <HD(J.(f)).

Together with ([6.2)), the following theorem completes the proof of Theorem 27 Its proof
follows from the proofs of Theorems 5.1 and [5.3] by letting Ry — oo as each proof relies on
the construction of a NCIFS contained sufficiently well within Bp,.

Theorem 6.4. Suppose fy satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem [5.1. Then, there is e > 0
such that if (c,), ey 95 a sequence in C with |c,| < e for all n € N, then

pM* pM
————— < EHD(F,) <ED(F,) < ———.
B+M*+1_ (+>— (+>_ﬁ—|—M—|—1
The same alteration made to the proof of Theorem [5.7] i.e. letting Ry — 00, gives the
following theorem which together with (€2) and Theorem finally completes the proof
of Theorem 2.8

Theorem 6.5. Let fo: C — C be a transcendental meromorphic function with infinitely

many poles that satisfies hypotheses |(KU2H(KU/4). Then, for each 0 <t < BJF%:H there

exist 4,0, > 0 such that if ¢, = (cn),eny and Ay = (An),ey are sequences in C such that
lcn| < & and Ny, A\ € B(1,6;) for each n € N, then

EHD(Fz,.,) > t.

If, in addition, fy is of divergence type, then there exists €,6 > 0, no longer depending on
t, such that if ¢ = (cn),eny and X = (Ap), ey are sequences in C such that |c,| < ¢ and
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A, Aot € B(1,6) for each n € N, then
> 7pM .
T B+ Mr+1
Furthermore, (6.2]) along with Theorems 2.7l and 2.8 proves Corollary 210, The following
theorem was mentioned briefly in [3] as a consequence of Mayer’s technique from [12],

though no formal proof was given. We now give a short proof of the following theorem,
which along with Theorem [4.1, completes the proof of Theorem

EHD(F4 )

Theorem 6.6. Let f be a meromorphic function of finite order p and suppose that the
following hold.
(1) f has infinitely many poles b; € f(C) with b; & Sing(f~1) for each i > 1. Suppose
that m(b;) < q < oo for each i > 1.
(2) There are uniform constants s > 0, @ > 0 and o > —1 — 1/q such that for each
ieN
FEISQET  for  ze U JH - oo,
where U; = B(b;, ).
Then,

p
BHD(f) 2 770

If in addition f is of divergence type, then this inequality is strict.
Proof. Since |b;] — oo as i — oo, Theorem Il allows us to construct an autonomous
iterated function system ®; contained in J,(f) N Bg,, where R; = |b;| — 2s, such that

p
HD(Jp ) > —— .
(q)’)_oﬁ—l—i-l/q

Letting ¢ — oo, and subsequently R; — oo, finishes the proof of the first part.
Now, if f is of divergence type then the IFS ®; is hereditarily regular (see [10, [I1]) and
it thus follows from Theorem 3.20 of [I0] that we may sharpen our estimate so that

p
HD(Jg.) > ——M8M .
(Ja.) a+1+1/q

Again, letting i — oo finishes the proof. O

Remark 6.7. The proof gives more. In fact, we see that for each ¢ € N there exists €;,9; > 0
such that if \; = (An),ey and ¢; = (¢,),,cy are sequences in C with A,, ;' € B(1,4;) and
le,| < &; for each n € N then
P
HDJT’F cmB zia
( ( Ay)\u 1) Rz) O{+1+1/q
where R; = |b;| — 2s.
It is worth noting that &; and ¢; depend on |b;|, and in particular we have that lim; .. §; =
0 as well as the respective statements for ¢;. So, we are unable to find non-autonomous
perturbations that work uniformly for each pole b;, i € N.
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7. EXAMPLES

As the calculation of the perturbative values €, can be quite complicated, for each of
the following examples we will instead show that the necessary hypotheses are satisfied in
order to apply our theorems.

Example 7.1 (Periodic Functions). The polynomial growth condition of (41) is satisfied
for every periodic function f with o = 0. Therefore, we may apply Theorem for any
periodic function such that there exists a pole b ¢ Sing(f~1). With additional information,
such as the existence of infinitely many poles, we may apply Theorems 2.7 and 2.8 The
following example produces a class of such periodic functions.

Example 7.2 (Rational Exponentials). Let

f(z) = R(e7),

where R is a rational function such that R(0) # oo and R(co) # oo. Then, f is a
simply periodic function with finitely many poles in each strip of periodicity. Furthermore,
Sing(f~') = {R(0), R(c0)} and it is easy to check that we can apply Theorems 2.7 and 2.8
with p =1 and § = 0. In particular,

fo(z) = p(tan(2))™, meNand p e C*

is such a function. Moreover, since each of the poles are of multiplicity m, we can find
£,0 > 0 such that

HD(I(F})) = EHD(F,) = ED(F}) = = < HD(J,(F.)),
and
HD(J,(F4)) > EHD(F) > m”i .

This second inequality is precisely the inequality obtained for the autonomous case in
[6,[12]. For autonomous dynamics, we can improve the inequality concerning the hyperbolic
dimension. It follows from [20] that HD(J,.(fy)) > 1, and we expect that something similar
should hold in the non-autonomous case.

Example 7.3 (Elliptic Functions). Elliptic functions have been a subject of much study
lately. Previously, the non-autonomous case of elliptic functions has been covered in [I]
while the autonomous and random cases have been discussed in [12] [7, [} [I§].

If fy is an elliptic function, then, by definition, we have that there exists wy, wy € C with
S(it) > 0, where (2) denotes the imaginary part of the complex number z, such that
f(z) = f(¢) if and only if ( = z + nw; + mw, for some n,m € Z. Then, we have that
p =2, =0, and so applying Theorem 2.7, we have that there exist £, > 0 such that

2q

HD([oo(F+)) = EHD(F+) = ED(F+) = m < HD(jT(F+)),



NON-AUTONOMOUS MEROMORPHIC FUNCTIONS 29

where ¢ is the maximum multiplicity of each of the poles of fy. As fy is of divergence type,

Theorem [2.§] gives that there exist €, > 0 such that
2
HD(J,(Fa)) > EHD(F,) > %
q

Example 7.4 (Exponential Elliptics). In [14] Mayer and Urbanski show that the Julia set
of a function of the form

f(z) = pe?® for p e C*,

where ¢ is a non-constant elliptic function, has Hausdorff dimension equal to 2. In [12],
Mayer shows that such functions also have hyperbolic dimension equal to 2. The same is
true for the non-autonomous case. To see this, we must first note that functions of this
form do not satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem However, functions of the form

d

do satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem 2.6l with p = 2, & = 0, and the maximum multiplicity
of poles equal to dq, where ¢ is the maximum multiplicity of the poles of g. Then, we have
that there exist €, > 0 such that if (A,), .y and (¢,),cy are sequences in C such that

Ay A€ B(1,6)  and eyl < e

d
féd)(z) =u (1 + M) for p e C*,d e N,

for each n € N, then

(d) (d) 2dq
HD(J(Fy")) > EHD(J,.(Fy”)) > ST

where Ff(‘d) is the function of non-autonomous affine perturbations of féd). As €,0 are

independent of d, letting d — oo we see that

where Fy is the function of non-autonomous affine perturbations of the exponential elliptic
function f.

Example 7.5 (Polynomial Schwarzian Derivative). Recall that the Schwarzian derivative

of a function f is given by
(Y Ly
(545

Exponential and tangent functions are examples of classes which have constant Schwarzian
derivative. Examples for which S(f) is a polynomial are

f(2) = / TRy,

where Q(w) is a polynomial, and

aAi(2) +bBi(2) .
f(z) = — —dBy( with ad — bc # 0,
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where A;, B; are the Airy functions of the first and second kind respectively. If S(fy) = P,
a polynomial of degree d, then one can show that it satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem
with p = d/2+ 1 and a = d/2 and is even of divergence type (see Section 2.4 of [13]
for details). Applying Theorem we have that there are €,6 > 0 such that

d+2 _ 1
HD(J,(F4)) > EHD(F,) > —— > —.
(7:(Fa)) > BHD(FA) > 57 > 5
Example 7.6. Let
1
folz) = zsin(z)’

Then, fjy is a meromorphic function of order p = 1 with infinitely many poles,
P={nm:nei},

all of which are simple except for 0. We also have that oo is not an asymptotic value and
the set of singular values consists of the lone asymptotic value z = 0 and infinitely many
critical values of the form v, < :tm for n € 7Z, which implies that fy € B. One can
then show that § = 1 and that each pole has multiplicity equal to 1. As fy is of divergence

type, we may apply Theorems 2.7 and 2.8 to obtain that there exist £, > 0 such that
1
HD(I(F})) = EHD(F,) = ED(F}) = 3 < HD(J:.(F}))
and

HD(J,(Fa)) > EHD(F4) >

Wl =

Example 7.7. Let
1
Jolz) = zcos(y/z)

Then, fy is a meromorphic function with infinitely many poles

P:{O}U{<w)2:neN},

all of which are simple and have multiplicity identically equal to 1. One can easily check
that p = 1/2, 5 = 1/2 and that fy is of divergence type. Note that the singular values of
fo contain a single asymptotic value, namely z = 0, and infinitely many critical values v,
such that

1

(nm + (nm)~1) cos(y/nm + (nm)~1)|

‘Un‘ =

As the right hand side tends towards 0 as n — oo, we have that fy € B. Consequently, we
are able to apply Theorems 2.7 and 2.8 Thus, there exists £, > 0 such that

HD(I..(F,)) = EHD(F,) = ED(F}) = < HD(J,(F,))
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and

HD(J,(Fa)) > EHD(F4) >

o] =
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