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Abstract. We show that if β > 1 is a rational number and the Julia set J of the holo-
morphic correspondence zβ + c is a locally eventually onto hyperbolic repeller, then the
Hausdorff dimension of J is bounded from above by the zero of the associated pressure
function. As a consequence, we conclude that the Julia set of the correspondence has zero
Lebesgue measure for parameters close to zero, whenever q2 < p and β = p/q in lowest
terms.

MSC-class 2020: 37F05 (Primary) 37D35 (Secondary).

1. Introduction

This paper is concerned with the oneparameter family of holomorphic correspondences act-
ing on the complex plane

(1.1) (w − c)q = zp,

where p > q ≥ 2 are integers. A holomorphic correspondence, as defined in this paper,
is a relation z 7→ w determined by a polynomial equation P (z, w) = 0 in two complex
variables. The family (1.1) has bidegree (p, q); this means that (1.1) defines a multifunction
that maps every z 6= 0 to q different values of w and its inverse maps every w 6= c to p
values of z. We shall establish an upper bound for the Hausdorff dimension of certain Julia
sets in this family (Theorem A), thereby showing that the Julia set of (1.1) has zero Lebesgue
measure for parameters c close to zero when q2 < p (Theorem B).

The family (1.1) can be regarded as a generalisation of the quadratic family z2 + c, for if
β = p/q in lowest terms, then (1.1) is the multifunction fc(z) = zβ+c, in the sense that fc(z)
is the set of all w satisfying (1.1). There is another way of generalising the quadratic family
in the context of holomorphic correspondences using matings. Indeed, the space of holo-
morphic correspondences includes all possible Kleinian groups and rational maps, and some
correspondences concentrate in a single expression P (z, w) = 0 the dynamics of a polyno-
mial map and a Kleinian group. This is the case of the oneparameter family of holomorphic
correspondences Fa introduced by Bullett and Penrose nearly thirty years ago in [6], when
they discovered that if 4 ≤ a ≤ 7, then the correspondence Fa is a mating between some
quadratic map z2 + c and the modular group PSL(2,Z). In the same paper [6], the authors
conjectured that the connectedness locus of the family Fa is homeomorphic to the Mandel-
brot set. Recently, Bullett and Lomonaco [2] have shown that Fa is a mating between some
parabolic map and the modular group, for every parameter a in the connectedness locus
of the family Fa. Moreover, they have developed a strategy to prove that the connectedness
locus of the family of matings is indeed homeomorphic to the Mandelbrot set, see [3, page
4] and [4]. Holomorphic correspondences also appear in many other contexts; indeed, Lee,
Lyubich, Makarov and Mukherjee [9] have investigated the dynamics oneparameter families
of Schwarz reflections which give rise to anti-holomorphic correspondences that are, in a
suitable sense, matings of anti-rational maps with the abstract modular group Z2 ∗ Z3.
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1.1. Hausdorff dimension. The Julia set J(fc) of fc(z) = zβ + c, when β > 1, is de-
fined as the closure of all repelling cycles (see section 2); it is always the projection of a
solenoid in C2 when the parameter c is close to zero, as described by Siqueira and Sma-
nia in [16]. Simon [13] has derived an explicit formula for the Hausdorff dimension of the
Smale-Williams solenoid which relies on the zero of the pressure function, see [13, page
1224]. Before Simon, the pioneer work of Bowen [1] on quasi-Fuchsian groups was the first
to establish the formula P (tφ) = 0, relating the Hausdorff dimension to the unique zero of
the pressure function. Similarly, in the early eighties Ruelle [12] proved that if the Julia set
J(f) of a rational function f is hyperbolic, then the Hausdorff dimension of J(f) depends
real analytically on f. The strategy used by Ruelle consists of:

(I) showing that the Hausdorff dimension is given by the Bowen’s formula: P (tφ) = 0,
where t = dimH J and φ(z) = − log |f ′(z)| is the geometric potential; and

(II) proving that f 7→ t(f) is real analytic, where t = t(f) is implicitly given by P (tφ) =
0.

In the context of holomorphic correspondences, we have the following result.

Theorem A (Theorem 4.1). Suppose J(fc) is a locally eventually onto hyperbolic repeller
and let tc be the unique zero of the pressure function. Then dimH J(fc) ≤ tc.

The Bowen parameter tc in Theorem A comes from an expanding and topologically mix-
ing map fc : J(fc) → J(fc) acting on a ‘Julia set’ J(fc) ⊂ C2 – see Theorem 3.3. The
shape of J(fc) is similar to that of the Smale-Williams solenoid for parameters close to zero,
and the projection of J(fc) is always the Julia set J(fc) in the plane [16]. The sets J(fc) are
related by a holomorphic motion in C2 (section 2.2). Since J(fc) ⊂ C2 moves holomorphi-
cally, we believe that the Hausdorff dimension of J(fc) depends real analytically, or at least
continuously on c. However, this problem is still unsolved. (It should be noticed that even
though tc comes from the dynamics of fc on J(fc) ⊂ C2, in this paper the parameter tc is
used to estimate the Hausdorff dimension of the Julia set J(fc) in the plane).

The estimate provided by Theorem A can be used to derive the following result.

Theorem B (Corollary 4.1.3). If c is sufficiently close to zero and q2 < p, then the solenoidal
Julia set of zp/q + c has zero Lebesgue measure.

See [16, page 3106] for a typical figure of the solenoidal Julia set of Theorem B.

1.2. Hyperbolic components. The connectedness locus of the family zβ + c, denoted by
Mβ (for β > 1 and β ∈ Q), is the set of all parameters c for which the Julia set of zβ + c is
connected. We defineMβ,0 as the set of c for which zero has at least one bounded forward
orbit under zβ+c. Siqueira has shown [15, Theorem 2.3] thatMβ containsMβ,0.Therefore,
the Julia set of zβ + c is connected whenever the critical point has at least one bounded
forward orbit under fc.
For the quadratic family we have β = 2 and the definitions ofM2 andM2,0 coincide with
the Mandelbrot set. For some non-integer values of β, the parameter spaceMβ −Mβ,0

is known to be nonempty and generates an intriguing class of Julia sets named Carpets:
they are hyperbolic, connected, and have infinitely many holes. In spite of being hyperbolic,
Carpets seem to have positive area. See [5, section 3] for more details and figures.

A special version of the Fatou conjecture for polynomial maps states that the interior of
Md consists of hyperbolic parameters. One implication of this conjecture is: the Julia set
of every polynomial zd + c has zero Lebesgue measure if c is in the interior ofMd. The
Hausdorff dimension d(c) of the Julia set of the polynomial zd + c is real analytic on ev-
ery hyperbolic component; in particular, it is real analytic on C −Md. In the boundary of
Md, the Hausdorff dimension d(c) is not even continuous at semihyperbolic parameters.
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However, Rivera-Letelier [11] has established some sort of continuity of d(c) at semihyper-
bolic parameters c0 in the boundary of the multibrot setMd, proving that d(cn) → d(c0),
whenever cn converges to c0 in an appropriate way (see [11] for more details).

Little is known about the connectedness locusMβ of the family zβ + c. One possible
way to start the investigation has been presented in [15]: study the dynamics of zβ + c when
c is close to a centre. Recall from Douady and Hubbard [7, 8] that the Mandelbrot set has
infinitely many hyperbolic components U , each of which encoded by a centre c ∈ U ; the
centre is the only parameter in U for which the orbit of the critical point of z2 + c is a cycle.
For the correspondence zβ+c, the parameter a is a simple centre if only one forward orbit of
zero (0, z1, z2, . . .) is periodic, and any other orbit (0, w1, w2, . . .) diverges to infinity (see
Definition 2.5; it is not necessary to compute all orbits to test if a is a simple centre. Indeed,
the basin of attraction of∞ contains a forward invariant disk |z| > R, and therefore we have
to check only finitely many iterates).

There exists an open set Hβ containing the complement ofMβ,0 and every simple cen-
tre such that, for any c in Hβ, z

β + c is hyperbolic and its Julia set is stable by means of
branched holomorphic motions; moreover, J(fc) is a locally eventually onto (LEO) hyper-
bolic repeller, whenever c ∈ Hβ. (See Definition 4.2, Corollary 5.7.1 and Theorems 5.8
and 5.10 of [15]).

Combining these facts with Theorem A we have the following result.
Theorem C (Corollaries 4.1.1 and 4.1.4). If c is sufficiently close to a simple centre, or if c
belongs to the complement ofMβ,0, then

dimH J(fc) ≤ tc.

2. Hyperbolic sets

Consider the holomorphic correspondence (1.1), i.e., the relation z 7→ w determined by
the polynomial equation (w − c)q = zp. This correspondence shall be denoted by fc. The
integers p > q ≥ 2 are fixed. Therefore, (fc)c∈C is a oneparameter family of holomorphic
correspondences.

2.1. Preliminary definitions. If z andw are related by (1.1), then we say thatw is an image
of z and write z 7→ w. Every sequence (zi)

∞
0 of the plane where zi+1 is an image of zi is

an orbit of the correspondence. An orbit is a cycle of period n if zn = z0, and zi 6= z0 if
0 < i < n.

The set of images of a point z under the correspondence (1.1) is denoted by fc(z). Sim-
ilarly, fc(A) is the union of all fc(z) when z belongs A. The inverse image set f−1c (A) is
defined by the set of all z which has at least one image in A.

If z1 is an image of z0 under the correspondence (1.1) and z0 6= 0, then there exists a
unique univalent function w = g(z) defined on a neighbourhood U of z0, implicitly defined
by the equation (1.1) and g(z0) = z1. If (zi)

n
0 is a finite orbit not containing zero, we denote

(2.1) gz0,z1(z) = g(z) and gz0,z1,...,zn(z) = (gzn−1,zn ◦ · · · ◦ gz0,z1)(z).

The domain of gz0,z1,...,zn is an unspecified neighbourhood of z0. A cycle (zi)
n
0 with period

n is repelling if the absolute value of the derivative of gz0,z1,...,zn at z0 is strictly greater than
1. Therefore, no point of a repelling cycle is allowed to be zero.
Definition 2.1 (Julia set). The closure of the union of all repelling cycles is the Julia set
J(fc) of the correspondence fc.
Definition 2.2 (Hyperbolic repeller). A compact set Λ ⊂ C∗ is a hyperbolic repeller if
f−1c (Λ) = Λ and there exist C > 0 and λ > 1 such that

(2.2) |g′z0···zn(z0)| ≥ Cλn,
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for every finite orbit (zi)
n
0 contained in Λ.

Since every hyperbolic repeller Λ is backward invariant, its complement is forward in-
variant. We define Br(a) = {z ∈ C : |z − a| < r}.

Lemma 2.1 (Koebe’s distortion). Let F denote the family of all univalent functions ϕ :
Br(a) → C, where r > 0 and a ∈ C are allowed to vary arbitrarily. There exists a
constant K > 0 such that, for any ϕ in F , we have

(2.3) K−1|ϕ′(a)| · |z − w| ≤ |ϕ(z)− ϕ(w)| ≤ K|ϕ′(a)| · |z − w|,

whenever z and w belong toBr/4(a), where r is the radius of the domainBr(a) of ϕ. (Note
that K depends neither on r nor a).

Definition 2.3 (Expansive constant for correspondences). Let ω ∈ N0 ∪ {∞}. A pair of
orbits (zi)

ω
0 and (wi)

ω
0 is said to be ε-close if |zi−wi| < ε for 0 ≤ i ≤ ω. We say that ε > 0

is an expansive constant for a hyperbolic repeller Λ if every pair of ε-close orbits (zi)
∞
0 and

(wi)
∞
0 in Λ must actually coincide.

Lemma 2.2. Every hyperbolic repeller Λ of fc has an expansive constant ε > 0 satisfying
the following property: if (zi)

n
0 and (wi)

n
0 is a pair of finite ε-close orbits contained in Λ,

then both maps (gz0···zn)−1 and (gw0···wn)−1 are well defined and coincide on Bε(zn). In
particular, (gz0···zn)−1 maps wn to w0.

Proof. Let Xn,c denote the space of all finite orbits (zi)
n
0 contained in Λ. We know that

Xn,c is a closed subset of the product space Λn, and therefore Xn, c is a compact metric
space with the induced metric from Λn. (We have used this fact repeatedly in [16]; see, for
example, the beginning of [16, proof of Lemma 2.3]).

The proof is divided into four steps.
Claim A: given a finite orbit (zi)

n
0 ∈ Xn,c there exist ε > 0 and ρ with ε < ρ such that for

any (wi)
n
0 in the open set V0 ⊂ Xn,c consisting of all finite orbits which are ε-close to (zi)

n
0 ,

we have:
(i) the univalent branches ϕ = gz0···zn and ψ = gw0···wn coincide on Bρ(z0); and
(ii) the image of Bρ(z0) under ϕ contains Bε(zn). Consequently, ϕ−1 and ψ−1 coincide

on Bε(zn) and both send wn to w0.
Let us prove the case n = 1. Recall that if z0 6= 0, then there exist q univalent branches

gi : U → C defined on a neighbourhood of z0 such that fc(U) is completely determined by
the union of all gi(U). We may assume, without loss of generality, that for some δ > 0, the
diameter |gi(U)| is less then δ and |gi(z0)−gj(z0)| > 9δ, whenever i 6= j. (Roughly speak-
ing, the sets gi(U) are very small and away from each other). Hence, for some 0 < ε1 < δ,
if w0 7→ w1 is ε1-close to z0 7→ z1, it follows that gz0,z1 and gw0,w1 must be determined
by the same univalent branch gi0 : U → C, otherwise z1 and w1 would not belong to
the same gi0(U), and consequently, |z1 − w1| > ε1, which is impossible, since we have a
pair of ε1-close orbits. There exists ρ > 0 such that Bρ(z0) ⊂ U. Hence gz0,z1 |Bρ(z0) =
gw0,w1 |Bρ(z0) = gi0 |B(z0,ρ), and it follows that z1 belongs to gi0(Bρ(z0)). There exists ε > 0
such thatBε(z1) ⊂ gi0(Bρ(z0)), with ε < ε1 and ε < ρ. Then (i) and (ii) of Claim A follow
with this choice of ε and ρ. This proves Claim A for n = 1. The general case n ≥ 1 follows
by induction.

Our next step is to eliminate the dependence of ε on (zi)
n
0 .

Claim B: for a fixed n ≥ 1, there exists 0 < ε < 1 such that for any pair of ε-close
orbits (zi)

n
0 and (wi)

n
0 inXn,c, both maps (gz0···zn)−1 and (gw0···wn)−1 are well defined and

coincide on Bε(zn).
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Using Claim A, we construct a finite covering {Vi} ofXn,c and finitely many ρi > εi > 0
for which (i) and (ii) of Claim A hold, whenever (zi)

n
0 and (wi)

n
0 are in Vi. Then chose

0 < ε < 1 as being a Lebesgue number of the covering such that ε < εi, for every i. Any
pair of ε-close orbits are within the same Vi; by Claim A (ii) the corresponding inverses
coincide on Bεi(zn). Since ε < εi, they coincide on Bε(zn).

(The following ε does not depend on n).
Claim C: there exists 0 < ε < 1 such that, for every n ≥ 1 and every (zi)

n
0 in Xn,c, the do-

main of (gz0...zn)−1 containsBε(zn).Moreover, if (wi)
n
0 is ε-close to (zi)

n
0 then (gw0···wn)−1

is defined on Bε(zn) and coincide with (gz0···zn)−1 on Bε(zn).
We shall postpone the proof of this claim.

Claim D: ε0 = ε/4 is an expansive constant, where ε is given by Claim C.
(Therefore, Lemma 2.2 follows from Claim D with ε replaced by ε/4.)
Proof of Claim D. Suppose (zi)

∞
0 is ε0-close to (wi)

∞
0 . We need to show that zn = wn,

for every n. Fix n and let {ϕm} denote the family of univalent maps (gzn···zm)−1; by Claim
C they are all defined on Bε(zm), for any m > n, and each ϕm maps wm to wn. By (2.2),
the absolute value of the derivative of (gzn···zm)−1 at zm is at most C−1λ−(m−n), where
C > 0 and λ > 1 are the constants of (2.2). Using (2.2) and Koebe’s Lemma 2.1 applied to
the family of all ϕm : Bε(zm)→ C we have

|zn − wn| = |ϕm(zm)− ϕm(wm)| ≤ KC−1λ−(m−n)|zm − wm|

≤ KC−1λ−(m−n)2ε0 → 0,
(2.4)

as m→∞. Notice that K is the constant of Koebe’s Lemma 2.1 and we have used the fact
|zm − wm| < ε/4, which is fundamental for the application of Lemma 2.1. We conclude
that zn = wn, for every n.

Proof of Claim C. Let K be the constant of Lemma 2.1; let C > 0 and λ > 1 as in (2.2).
There exists n > 0 such that KC−1λ−n < 1/2. Keep n fixed and find a corresponding
ε′ > 0 satisfying the properties of Claim B. Let k > 0 be an integer. Suppose (wi)

nk
0 and

(zi)
nk
0 are finite orbits contained in Λ which are ε′-close to one another. By Claim B, for any

0 < i ≤ k, the maps ϕi = (gzn(i−1)···zni)
−1 and ψi = (gwn(i−1)···wni)

−1 are well defined
and coincide on Bε′(zni). Using the same argument of (2.4) in the proof of Claim D, we
conclude that the maps ϕi and ψi are well defined contractions by factor 1/2 on Bε′/4(zni)
and Bε′/4(wni), respectively. Moreover, they define the same inverse branch on Bε′/4(zni)
and ϕi maps Bε′/4(zni) into Bε′/8(zn(i−1)). This ball of radius ε′/8 is obviously contained
in the domain Bε′(zn(i−1)) of (gzn(i−2)···zn(i−1)

)−1; so that we are allowed to perform the
compositions:

(gz0···znk)−1 = (gz0···zn)−1 ◦ · · · ◦ (gzn(k−1)···znk)−1,

(gw0···wnk)−1 = (gw0···wn)−1 ◦ · · · ◦ (gwn(k−1)···wnk)−1,

thereby showing that (gw0···wnk)−1 and (gz0···znk)−1 are well defined and coincide onBε′/4(znk).
Since k > 0 is arbitrary, Claim C follows with ε = ε′/4.

This completes the proof. �

Definition 2.4 (LEO hyperbolic repellers). The correspondence fc is called locally eventu-
ally onto (LEO) on a hyperbolic repeller Λ if for every relatively open subset U of Λ there
exists n > 0 such that fnc (U) contains Λ.

According to Theorem 4.3 of [16], every LEO hyperbolic repeller Λ of fc is contained in
the Julia set J(fc).
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Definition 2.5 (Simple centre). The critical point z = 0 has infinitely many forward orbits
under fc. If precisely one forward orbit of the critical point of fc is periodic and the others
diverge to∞, we say that c is a simple centre.

The following result is stated as Theorem 5.4 in [15].

Theorem 2.1. If a is a simple centre for the family of holomorphic correspondences fc, then
J(fc) is a LEO hyperbolic repeller for every c in a neighbourhood of a.

We shall now summarise some results of [16] concerning C2-extensions.

2.2. The C2-extension. Suppose J(fc0) is a LEO hyperbolic repeller for the correspon-
dence fc0 . There exists a family of holomorphic maps

(2.5) fc : V → C2

defined on a open subset V of C2 and parameterised on a neighbourhood U of c0, such
that the closure of the periodic points of fc, denoted by J(fc), is a subset of C2 which is
completely invariant under fc. (See [16, Lemma 2.3]). Moreover, fc is a p-to-1 map on
J(fc). The notation J(fc) suggests the definition of a Julia set, or that every periodic point
of fc is repelling. As a matter of fact, the Jacobian determinant of fnc at every periodic
point of period n is strictly greater than 1. This fact is explained in Remark 2.4 of [16] and
somehow justifies the notation J(fc). In spite of this analogy, for technical reasons J(fc)
shall not be referred to as the Julia set of fc.

The family (2.5) is defined for parameters in a neighbourhood of c0 and enjoys some
important properties.

(A) There exists a holomorphic motion hc : J(fc0) → J(fc) parameterised on U and
based at c0, given by a family of conjugacieshc from J(fc0) to J(fc). (See Theorems
B and C of [16]).

(B) The projection π(z, w) = z establishes a semiconjugacy π : J(fc) → J(fc) be-
tween fc and fc, in the sense that J(fc) = πJ(fc) is also a LEO hyperbolic repeller
for fc and πfc(x) is an image of π(x) under fc, for every x in J(fc). Hence

π(x)→ πf(x)→ πf2(x)→ · · ·
is a forward orbit under fc. This is, by definition, the projected orbit of x. (See
Lemma 2.3 of [16]).

3. The Bowen parameter

Recall that a continuous surjective map f : X → X of a compact metric space is expand-
ing if there exists ` > 1 such that every point inX has a neighbourhood V such that f−1(V )
is a finite union of disjoint open sets Uj , each of which is mapped homeomorphically onto
V and

d(f(x), f(y)) > `d(x, y)

for x and y in Uj .
The LEO property may be defined for every f : X → X. It means that every nonempty

open set of X is eventually mapped onto X. The following result is stated as Theorem 4.3
in [16].

Theorem 3.1. Let c0 be a parameter in C such that J(fc0) is a LEO hyperbolic repeller for
fc0 . For every c in a neighbourhood of c0, the map fc of the family (2.5) is LEO on J(fc)
and expanding with respect to the metric

ds(x, y) =

∞∑
n=0

s−n|πfnc (x)− πfnc (y)|
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where s > 1 is arbitrary and x, y belong to J(fc).

The dynamic ball of radius ε, time n and centre x is defined by

B(x, n, ε) = {y ∈ X : d(f jx, f jy) < ε, 0 ≤ j ≤ n}.
Every expanding map f : X → X has an expansive constant ε > 0 characterised by the
fact that if d(fnx, fny) < ε for every n ≥ 0, then x = y. (It is clear that any other positive
real number ε0 < ε is also an expansive constant.)

A continuous map f : X → X is topologically mixing if for every pair of nonempty open
subsets U and V there exists n0 such that fn(U) ∩ V is nonempty, for every n ≥ n0. LEO
maps are topologically mixing.

Suppose f is an expanding map of a compact metric space (X, d), and φ : X → R
is a potential (i.e, a real valued continuous function). The topological pressure of φ with
respect to the system f is denoted by P (φ), and Snφ(x) denotes a Birkhoff sum. Since f is
expanding, there exists an expansive constant ε > 0. If µ is a probability measure on X and
there exists Cε > 0 such that

C−1ε ≤ µ(B(x, n, ε))

exp(Snφ(x)− nP (φ))
≤ Cε,

for every x in X and n > 0, then µ is a Gibbs measure of f and φ. (See [10, Chap. 4]).

3.1. Transfer operators. Let f : X → X be an expanding map of a compact metric space
(X, d). The transfer operator Lφ : C(X)→ C(X) with potential φ acts on the spaceC(X)
of continuous complex valued functions g : X → C, and is defined by

Lφg(x) =
∑

f(y)=x

eφ(y)g(y).

(See [10, Chap. 4]). The iterate Lnφ is precisely the transfer operator LSnφ with respect to
fn : X → X.

The dual operator L∗φ : M(X)→M(X) acts on the space of complex measures defined
on the Borel σ-algebra ofX. It is defined by 〈L∗φµ, g〉 = 〈µ,Lφg〉, for every µ inM(X) and
g in C(X), where 〈µ, g〉 =

∫
X gdµ. The following theorem summarises some well known

results concerning the transfer operator, and the first three sentences are often referred to as
the Ruelle-Perron-Frobenius theorem [10, Chap. 4].

Theorem 3.2. Suppose f : X → X is an expanding and topologically mixing map of a
compact metric space X. If φ : X → R is Hölder continuous and λφ = expP (φ), then:

(a) there exists a unique probability measure ν on X such that L∗φ(ν) = λφν;

(b) there exists a unique real valued continuous function h > 0 onX such thatLφ(h) =
λφh and

∫
X hdν = 1;

(c) for any continuous real valued function g on X,

λ−nφ L
n
φ(g)→ h

∫
X
gdν,

as n→∞, and the convergence is uniform on X;
(d) the measure µ(A) =

∫
A hdν is the unique invariant Gibbs measure of f and φ.

Remark 3.1. The number P (0) is also known as the topological entropy of f. Suppose that
f : X → X is a d-to-1 map (i.e., every point has exactly d preimages). Then fn is dn-to-1.
By Theorem 3.2,

λ−nφ L
n
0 (1) = λ−nφ

∑
fn(y)=x

eSnφ(y) · 1 = λ−nφ dn
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converges to h > 0, where φ = 0. It follows that λφ = d, and the topological entropy of f
must be log(d).

The following result introduces the Bowen parameter tc.
Let z0(x) and z1(x) denote the first two elements of the projected orbit of an element x

of J(fc). We define ϕc : J(fc) → R by ϕc(x) = − log |g′z0,z1(z0)|, where z0 and z1 are
z0(x) and z1(x), respectively. The map ϕc is therefore a potential on J(fc), and the zero of
the pressure function t 7→ P (tϕc) is defined as the Bowen parameter tc. However, we need
to show that there exists only one zero of the pressure function. This is established in the
following theorem. Note that ϕc(x) is defined directly by (3.1), for then g′z0,z1(z0) equals
p(z1 − z0)/(qz0).

Theorem 3.3 (Bowen parameter). If the Julia set J(fc) ⊂ C of the holomorphic corre-
spondence (w − c)q = zp is a LEO hyperbolic repeller, then the topological entropy of the
C2-extension

fc : J(fc)→ J(fc)

is strictly positive. Moreover, the potential

(3.1) ϕc(x) = − log |p(z1 − z0)/(qz0)|
is Hölder continuous with respect to the metric ds on J(fc), and there exists a unique zero
tc > 0 of the pressure function t 7→ P (tϕc) defined on [0,∞).

Proof. According to [1, Chap. 2B], the topological pressure of a potential φ can be calcu-
lated by

(3.2) P (φ) = lim
|C|→0

lim
n→∞

1

n
log(inf

Cn

∑
U∈Cn

expSnφ(U)),

where C is any finite covering of J(fc); |C| is the greatest diameter of an element of C; and
Snϕ(U) is given by the supremum of all Snφ(x) when x ∈ U. The infimum in (3.2) is taken
over all possible covers Cn of J(fc) whose elements can be written as

U =
{
x ∈ J(fc) : f jc (x) ∈ Uj , 0 ≤ j ≤ n

}
,

for some finite sequence (Uj)
n
1 of elements of C.

Since t 7→ P (tϕc) is continuous, in order to prove the existence of a unique zero it suffices
to show that the pressure function is strictly decreasing with P (0) > 0 and P (tϕc)→ −∞
as t→∞.
Indeed, J(fc) is a hyperbolic repeller, and therefore |g′z0···zn(z0)| ≥ Cλn, where λ > 1
and (zj)

∞
0 denotes the projected orbit of any x. By Theorem 3.3 and a simple computation

involving the logarithm,

(3.3) expSn(tϕc)(x) = |g′z0···zn(z0)|−t.
Hence,

P ((t+ τ)ϕc) = lim
|C|→0

lim
n→∞

1

n
log(inf

Cn

∑
U∈Cn

expSn(tϕc)(U) · expSn(τϕc)(U))

= lim
|C|→0

lim
n→∞

1

n
log(inf

Cn

∑
U∈Cn

sup
x∈U
|g′z0···zn(z0)|−t · expSn(τϕc)(U))

≤ lim
|C|→0

lim
n→∞

1

n
log(C−tλ−nt inf

Cn

∑
U∈Cn

expSn(τϕc)(U))

= −t log(λ) + P (τϕc).
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Since log(λ) > 0, we conclude that the pressure function is indeed strictly decreasing and
P (tϕc) → −∞ as t → ∞. Since fc is a p-to-one map, it follows from Remark 3.1 that
P (0) = log(p) > 0. Hence, there exists a unique zero tc of the pressure function in (0,∞).

The proof of the Hölder continuity of the potential with respect to the metric ds is a
straightforward application of the mean value theorem. �

Remark 3.2. The value of tc does not depend on the particular choice of fc.
In fact, if we consider the space Xc of all forward orbits (zi)

∞
0 under fc which are con-

tained in J(fc), then gc(x) = (πfnc (x))∞n=0 defines a homeomorphism from J(fc) onto Xc

which conjugates the dynamics of fc to the dynamics of the (left) one-sided shift σ on Xc

[16, pages 3110-3112]. Since the pressure is a topological invariant, this is sufficient to show
that tc depends only on the dynamics of the shift map on the space of orbits.

Indeed,

(3.4) P (tϕc; fc) = P (tϕc ◦ g−1c ;σ).

The notation P (φ; f) makes explicit the dependence of the pressure on the dynamics of f.
By definition, g−1c maps every (zi)

∞
0 inXc to the unique x ∈ J(fc) such that πfnc (x) = zn,

for every n. Since ϕc is defined by (3.1) and (zi)
∞
0 is the projected orbit of x,

(tϕc ◦ g−1c ) ((zi)
∞
0 ) = − log |p(z1 − z0)/(qz0)|.

This shows that the potential on the right side of (3.4) does not depend on gc or fc. Hence
the same is true for the unique zero of the pressure function, as desired.

4. Hausdorff dimension

The s-dimensional Hausdorff outer measureHs of a set Λ ⊂ C is defined by

Hs(Λ) = lim
δ→0

inf

∞∑
i=1

|Ui|s,

where inf is taken over all countable coverings {Ui}∞0 of Λ with diameter |Ui| ≤ δ.There ex-
ists a unique nonnegative real number d characterised by the following properties: Hs(Λ) =
0 if s > d and Hs(Λ) = ∞ if 0 ≤ s < d. The number d is, by definition, the Hausdorff
dimension of Λ, denoted by dimH Λ.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose J(fc) is a LEO hyperbolic repeller and let tc be the unique zero of
the associated pressure function. ThenHtc(J(fc)) is finite, and therefore

dimH J(fc) ≤ tc.

Proof. Fix a parameter c for which Λ = J(fc) is a hyperbolic repeller. By Lemma 2.2, Λ
has an expansive constant ε > 0. Cover J(fc) ⊂ C2 with finitely many dynamic balls of
fixed time n and radius ε :

B(xi, n, ε) = {y ∈ J(fc) : ds(f
j
c (xi), f

j
c (y)) < ε, 0 ≤ j ≤ n}.

The finite covering is possible because J(fc) is compact. The covering is called minimal
if xj 6∈ B(xi, n, ε) whenever i 6= j.We may assume that the covering is minimal by remov-
ing B(xi, n, ε) if xi is contained in some other B(xj , n, ε). Since the covering is minimal,
the corresponding dynamic balls with radius ε/2 are pairwise disjoint, for if B(xi, n, ε/2)
intersects B(xj , n, ε/2), then by the triangle inequality xj must belong to B(xi, n, ε). But
xj should not belong to B(xi, n, ε) when i 6= j (the covering is minimal).

It will be convenient to denote such covering of J(fc) by Vn, and its elements by Vi =
B(xi, n, ε). Now we are going to construct a covering of J(fc).



HAUSDORFF DIMENSION OF JULIA SETS OF UNICRITICAL CORRESPONDENCES 10

Claim: the family of all sets Ui = (gz0···zn)−1(Bε(zn)), where (zk)
∞
0 is the projected orbit

of the centre xi of Vi, is a covering of J(fc). We shall denote this covering by Un.
By Lemma 2.2, each set Ui is well defined since the domain of (gz0···zn)−1 contains

Bε(zn). As we shall see, the sets Ui do in fact cover J(fc) because each Ui contains πVi,
J(fc) is the projection of J(fc), and {Vi} is a covering of J(fc). In order to check that
πVi is contained in Ui it suffices to show that π(y) is in Ui, whenever y ∈ Vi. Since y is
in B(xi, n, ε), by definition the distance with respect to the metric ds between f jc (xi) and
f jc (y) is strictly less than ε, for 0 ≤ j ≤ n. This means

∞∑
k=0

s−k|πfk+jc (xi)− πfk+jc (y)| < ε,

for 0 ≤ j ≤ n. In particular, the first term of the above series is less than ε, and it follows
that |zj −wj | < ε for 0 ≤ j ≤ n, where (zj)

∞
0 and (wj)

∞
0 are the projected orbits of xi and

y, respectively. By Lemma 2.2, (gz0···zn)−1 maps wn to w0. Hence w0 = π(y) belongs to
Ui, as desired.

The diameter of Un is defined as the supremum of all diameters |Ui|.
Claim: the diameter of Un tends to zero as n→∞.
By Definition 2.2 and Koebe’s Lemma 2.1, for every element Ui of Un we have

|Ui| = |(gz0···zn)−1(Bε(zn))| ≤ K|g′z0···zn(z0)|−12ε ≤ (2εKC−1)λ−n → 0,

as n→∞. The claim is proved.
By Theorem 3.1, fc : J(fc)→ J(fc) is LEO and expanding. Therefore, for every Hölder

continuous potential there corresponds a unique invariant Gibbs measure. Let φ = tcϕc.
Since P (φ) = 0 and ε/2 is also an expansive constant, the corresponding Gibbs measure µ
for the system satisfies:

(4.1) C−1ε/2 ≤
µ(B(x, n, ε/2))

expSnφ(x)
≤ Cε/2,

for any x in J(fc) and n, where Cε/2 is a constant independent of x and n. By Koebe’s
Lemma 2.1, (3.3) and (4.1) we have

|Ui|tc = |(gz0···zn)−1(Bε(zn))|tc ≤ (K|g′z0···zn(z0)|−12ε)tc

≤ (2εK)tcCε/2µ(B(xi, n, ε/2)),
(4.2)

for every elementUi ofUn. Sinceµ is a probability measure and the dynamic ballsB(xi, n, ε/2)
are pairwise disjoint, we conclude that

∑∞
i=0 |Ui|tc ≤ (2εK)tcCε/2. Since Un is a covering

of J(fc) whose diameter tends to zero as n→∞, the tc-dimensional Hausdorff measure of
J(fc) is finite. Hence, dimH J(fc) ≤ tc. �

Corollary 4.1.1. For any parameter c sufficiently close to a simple centre,

dimH J(fc) ≤ tc.

Proof. By Theorem 5.4 of [15], the Julia set J(fc) is a LEO hyperbolic repeller, for every c
in a certain subsetHβ of the parameter space. By definition 4.1 of [15], the setHβ includes
a sufficiently small neighbourhood of every simple centre. �

Corollary 4.1.2. Suppose J(fc) is a LEO hyperbolic repeller and |g′z,w(z)| ≥ κ > 1, for
every z, w in Jc such that w is an image of z under fc. Then

(4.3) dimH J(fc) ≤ (log p)/(log κ).
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Proof. Let φ = tcϕc. Since P (φ) = 0, by the Ruelle-Perron-Frobenius Theorem 3.2,
Lnφ(1)→ h uniformly on J(fc), where h is a continuous function from J(fc) to (0,∞). By
(3.3), we have

(4.4) Lnφ(1)(x) =
∑

fnc (y)=x

eSnφ(y) · 1 =
∑

fnc (y)=x

|g′w0···wn(w0)|−tc ≤ pnκ−ntc ,

where (wi)
∞
0 is the projected orbit of y. In the above estimate we have used the hypothesis

and the fact that fnc is a pn-to-1 map. Since Lnφ(1) converges to a positive function, we have
pκ−tc ≥ 1, otherwise pnκ−ntc would converge to zero. Solving the inequality pκ−tc ≥ 1
for tc yields (4.3). �

Corollary 4.1.3 (Zero area). If q2 < p and c is sufficiently close to zero, then

(4.5) dimH J(fc) < 2.

Proof. The derivative of a branch g(z) of fc is given by (p/q)(w−c)/z wherew = g(z).The
set function c 7→ J(fc) is continuous with respect to the Hausdorff topology for parameters
c in an open setHβ which contains zero and every simple centre (see Theorem 5.11 of [15]).
Since J(f0) is the unit circle S1, we conclude that |g′z,w(z)| ≥ κ for z and w in J(fc), where
κ > 1 can be chosen arbitrarily close to p/q as c tends to zero. It is easy to check that
log(p)/ log(p/q) < 2 if, and only if, q2 < p. In particular, log(p)/ log(κ) < 2 for κ close
to p/q. From Corollary 4.1.2 we conclude (4.5), for every c sufficiently close to zero. �

Remark 4.1. For arbitrary integers p > q ≥ 2, we have t0 > 1, and therefore the estimate
of Theorem 4.1 is not sharp if c = 0.

Proof. Indeed, in (4.4) |g′w0···wn(w0)| equals (p/q)n when all the elements of the projected
orbit (wi)

∞
0 are contained in S1. It follows from (4.4) thatLnφ(1) is simply (p/q)−nt0pn when

φ is the potential t0ϕ0. In particular, Lφ(1) is a constant function ω · 1, where ω is a real
number and 1 is the function which is constantly one on J(f0). Since Lnφ(1) is ωn ·1, which
converges to a positive function h > 0 on J(f0), it follows that ω = 1 and consequently
h = 1. Since Lφ(1) is (p/q)−t0p and 1 is a fixed point of Lφ, it follows that (p/q)−t0p = 1.
Since p > q ≥ 2, we have t0 > 1.

Corollary 4.1.4. If every orbit of zero under fc diverges to infinity, then

dimH J(fc) ≤ tc.

Proof. According to [15, Theorem 5.4], if every orbit of zero under fc diverges to infinity,
then J(fc) is a LEO hyperbolic repeller. It follows from Theorem 4.1 that dimH J(fc) ≤
tc. �
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