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A class of Newton maps with Julia sets of Lebesgue
measure zero

Mareike Wolff

Abstract

Let g(2) = foz p(t) exp(q(t)) dt + ¢ where p, g are polynomials and ¢ € C, and let f
be the function from Newton’s method for g. We show that under suitable assump-
tions the Julia set of f has Lebesgue measure zero. Together with a theorem by
Bergweiler, our result implies that f™(z) converges to zeros of g almost everywhere
in C if this is the case for each zero of ¢’. In order to prove our result, we establish
general conditions ensuring that Julia sets have Lebesgue measure zero.
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1 Introduction and results

For a rational function f : C — C that is not constant and not a Mbius transformation,
or a transcendental meromorphic function f : C — C, let f” denote the nth iterate
of f. The Fatou set, F(f), is the set of all z such that all iterates f™ are defined and
form a normal family in a neighbourhood of z. Its complement, J(f), is called the
Julia set. For an introduction to the iteration theory of meromorphic functions, see,
for example, [23] for rational functions and [2] for transcendental functions.

Let g be a non-constant meromorphic function. Newton’s root finding method for
g consists of iterating the function

fo) = 2= 9 (1.1)

We also call f the Newton map corresponding to g. The zeros of g are precisely
the attracting fixed points of f, and the simple zeros of g are even superattracting
fixed points. Recall that, more generally, a periodic point zy of period p of a mero-
morphic function f is called attracting, indifferent or repelling depending on whether
[(fP) (z0)| < 1, [(fP) (20)| = 1 or |(fP)'(20)| > 1. The periodic point 2 is called superat-
tracting if (fP)'(z0) = 0. An indifferent periodic point zy is called rationally indifferent
if (fP)(z0) is a gth root of unity for some ¢ € N, otherwise it is called irrationally
indifferent.

We will investigate the Lebesgue measure of Julia sets of Newton maps correspond-
ing to functions of the form

9() = /Ozp@)eq(” dt +c (1.2)

where p is a polynomial with p Z 0, ¢ is a non-constant polynomial and ¢ € C.
In the following, we will assume that g is not of the form

9(2) = p(2)e™ (1.3)
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with polynomials p and ¢§. Then g has infinitely many zeros and f is transcendental.
Newton’s method for functions of the form (1.3) has been studied by Haruta [9].
Let dist(+,-) denote the Euclidean distance in C. We will prove the following result.

Theorem 1.1. Let g be of the form (1.2) but not of the form (1.3), and let f be the
corresponding Newton map. Denote the zeros of g which are not zeros of g or g’ by
21,...,ZN. Suppose that for all j € {1,...,N}, the point z; is attracted by a periodic
cycle, that is, there exists a periodic cycle C of f such that lim,_,« dist(f"(2;), C) = 0.
Then the Lebesgue measure of J(f) is zero.

Jankowski [11, §3] proved that if f is the Newton map corresponding to a function
g of the form g(z) = r(z)e” + b where r is a rational function and a,b € C\ {0}, and
if for each of the zeros, 21, ..., zn, of ¢” that are not zeros of g or ¢, the iterates f"(z;)
converge to a finite limit as n — oo, then the Julia set of f has Lebesgue measure zero.
Note that if r is a polynomial, then g can be written in the form (1.2) with ¢(¢) = at
and p(t) = ar(t) + r'(t). Also, under the assumptions of Jankowski’s result, f"(z;)
is attracted by a cycle of period 1 for all j € {1,..., N}. So Jankowski’s theorem for
polynomial r is a special case of Theorem 1.1. The essential new difficulties we have to
deal with in our proof come from the fact that we allow ¢ to have degree greater than
one.

Bergweiler [3, Theorem 3] also investigated Newton’s method for functions of the
form (1.2). He proved the following result.

Theorem (Bergweiler). Let g be of the form (1.2) but not of the form e®*+® with a,b €
C, and let f be the corresponding Newton map. Denote the zeros of g" which are not
zeros of g or g by z1,...,zn. If f"(zj) converges to a finite limit for all j € {1,...,N},
then f"(z) converges to zeros of g on an open dense subset of C.

It is not difficult to see that under the assumptions of Bergweiler’s theorem, f"(z;)
converges to an attracting fixed point of f and hence a zero of ¢ for all j € {1,...,N}.
So the Theorem says that f™(z) converges to zeros of g on an open dense subset of C,
provided this is the case for each zero z of ¢” that is not a zero of g or ¢'.

A component U of the Fatou set F(f) is called periodic if there is p € N with
fP(U) C U, the component U is called preperiodic if there is | € N such that f!(U)
is contained in a periodic Fatou component, and U is called a wandering domain if
it is not (pre)periodic. It is known (see, e.g., [2, §4]) that if I/ is a periodic Fatou
component of period p of f, then either f™|;, converges to an attracting periodic point
in U (immediate basin of attraction), f™|y; converges to a rationally indifferent periodic
point in OU (parabolic domain), f™P|y; converges to some zy € OU and fP(zp) is not
defined (Baker domain), or f™|;, is conjugate to a rotation of a disk (Siegel disk) or
an annulus (Herman ring).

Bergweiler’s theorem is proved by showing that under the given assumptions, f
has neither wandering domains nor parabolic domains, Baker domains, Siegel disks or
Herman rings.

The following corollary is a direct consequence of Theorem 1.1 and Bergweiler’s
theorem.

Corollary 1.2. Let g be of the form (1.2) but not of the form (1.3), and let f be
the corresponding Newton map. Denote the zeros of g" which are not zeros of g or
g by z1,...,zn. If f7(z5) converges to a finite limit for all j € {1,...,N}, then f"(z)
converges to zeros of g for almost all z € C.
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For example, the assumptions of Corollary 1.2 and hence those of Theorem 1.1 are
satisfied for g(z) = [, e dt + ¢ with —/7/2 < ¢ < /7/2, see [3, §8]. Clearly, the
conclusion of Corollary 1.2 cannot be true if there exists a cycle of period at least two
in F(f).

In order to prove Theorem 1.1, we will first prove a general Theorem giving con-
ditions ensuring that the Julia set of a meromorphic function has Lebesgue measure
zero. This may be of independent interest. For a meromorphic function f, we denote
by sing(f~!) the set of singular values of f, that is, the set of critical and asymptotic
values of f and limit points of those. For n > 0, let N,, = {z : f™(2) is not defined}.
Let

P(f) = f(sing(f=) \ Na)
n=0

denote the postsingular set of f. For zy € C and r > 0, let D(z9,r) denote the open
disk centred at zy with radius r. Also, let meas(-) denote Lebesgue measure, and for
measurable A, B C C with 0 < meas(B) < oo, let

meas(A N B)

dens(A, B) = meas(B)

denote the density of A in B.
Following [15], we call a measurable set A C C thin at oo if there exist Rg,e9 > 0
such that for all z € C, we have

dens(A,D(z, Rp)) < 1 — ep.

Additionally, we introduce the concept that A is thin at zy € C if there exist 41,1 > 0
such that for all z € D(zg, d1), we have

dens(A,D(z,|z — 20])) <1 —e1. (1.4)

We call A uniformly thin at B C C if there are d1,e1 > 0 such that (1.4) holds for all
29 € B.

Theorem 1.3. Let f be a meromorphic function that is not constant and not a Mdbius
transformation. Suppose that there exists Ry > 0 such that

(i) P(f)NT(f) D0, Ry) is a finite set;
(it) J(f) is thin at oo;

(iii) J(f) is uniformly thin at (P(f) N C)\ D(0, Ry).
Then the Lebesgue measure of J(f) is zero.

McMullen [15, Proposition 7.3] proved that if f is entire, P(f) is compact, P(f) N
J(f) = 0 and J(f) is thin at oo, then meas(J(f)) = 0. A meromorphic function
f for which P(f) is compact and does not intersect J(f) is called hyperbolic. There
are various results on iteration of hyperbolic meromorphic functions; see, for exam-
ple, [4,19,20,22,25]. Stallard [21] extended McMullen’s result to entire functions f
with possibly unbounded postsingular set such that dist(P(f), J(f)) > 0 and J(f) is
thin at co. Meromorphic functions f with dist(P(f), J(f)) > 0 are sometimes called
topologically hyperbolic, and have also been considered in [1,14].

Jankowski [11, 12] extended Stallard’s result by allowing that f is meromorphic
and that there are certain exceptions to the condition dist(P(f), J(f)) > 0. A more
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general result was later obtained by Zheng [24, Theorem 5] who proved that if f is a
meromorphic function such that the set P(f) N J(f) is finite, there exists R > 0 such
that dist((J(f)NC)\D(0, R), P(f)) > 0 and J(f) is thin at oo, then meas(J(f)) = 0.

The results by McMullen, Stallard, Jankowki and Zheng mentioned above are spe-
cial cases of Theorem 1.3 since the condition that dist((J(f) N C)\ D(0,R),P(f)) >0
implies that J(f) is uniformly thin at (P(f) N C)\ D(0, R’) for R’ > R. Our theorem
is the first of this kind to allow infinitely many postsingular values in the Julia set or
an unbounded sequence of postsingular values whose distance to the Julia set tends to
zZero.

In general, the condition that J(f) is thin at co cannot be dropped. If |af is
small, then the postsingular set of f(z) = sin(az) is a compact subset of F(f), and
McMullen [15] showed that J(f) has positive measure. However, there are results
where instead of assuming that J(f) is thin at co other conditions are imposed, see [5,
Theorem 8], [24, Theorems 3 and 4].

This article is structured as follows. In Section 2, we prove Theorem 1.3. In the
remaining part of this paper, we prove Theorem 1.1. First, in Section 3, we introduce
the change of variables w = ¢(z). In Section 4, we give asymptotic representations of
g and f. In Section 5, we introduce a class of subsets of C whose preimages under
q are connected to the asymptotic behaviour of f. In Section 6, we investigate the
postsingular set of f. In Section 7-10, we investigate the location and size of the set
q(F(f)). Finally, in Section 11, we complete the proof of Theorem 1.1.

2 Julia sets of zero measure

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.3. The following Lemma is an easy consequence of
the well-known Koebe 1/4-theorem and Koebe distortion theorem (see, e.g., [18]).

Lemma 2.1. Let zg € C and r > 0, and let f : D(z9,7) — C be holomorphic and
injective. Then

FDG0.1) 2 D (£ 71 Gl )

Moreover, for p € (0,1),

J(D(z0,pr)) C D (f(z()), (1_pp)2!f'(20)\7’>

and

mianD(zmpr) ’f/(z)‘ > (1 - ,0>4
mMaX,eD(zg,pr) |f,(z)| “\1l+p
For A C C, denote the forward orbit of A by
O (A) == [ ["(A\Ny)
n=0
where N, = {z : f™(z) is not defined}, and for B c C, let

o~ (B):=J r(8)
n=1

be the backward orbit of B. For z € C, write
O (z) == O ({2)).
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We call z € C an exceptional point of the meromorphic function f if O~ (z) is finite.
It is not difficult to see that any meromorphic function that is not constant and not a
Mobius transformation has at most two exceptional points.

Lemma 2.2. Let f be a meromorphic function that is not constant and not a Mdébius
transformation. If f is transcendental, in addition suppose that O~ (c0) is finite. Let
K be a compact subset of C that contains no exceptional point of f, and let U C C be
open with U N T (f) # 0. Then there is ng € N such that I C f™(U) for all n > ng.

This is due to Fatou for rational [7, p.39] and entire functions [8, p.356]. His proof
for entire functions also works for transcendental meromorphic functions where O~ (c0)
is finite. We also require the following result.

Lemma 2.3. Let f be a meromorphic function that is not constant and not a Mdobius
transformation, and let C = {zo, f(20), ..., fP(20) = 20} be a periodic cycle of f. Suppose
that z € J(f) is attracted by C. Then there exists n € N such that f"(z) € C.

Clearly, the hypotheses imply that C C J(f). It is not difficult to see that the
conclusion of Lemma 2.3 is true for repelling cycles. For rationally indifferent cycles,
the result follows from the Leau flower theorem [16, §10], and for irrationally indifferent
cycles, it was shown by Pérez Marco [17].

In Lemma 2.4, we give conditions ensuring that a point z € J(f) is not a point of
density of J(f). We will then use Lemma 2.4 and the Lebesgue density theorem to
prove Theorem 1.3.

Lemma 2.4. Let f be a meromorphic function that is not constant and not a Mdbius
transformation, and let z € J(f)\ O~ (P(f)U{oo}). Suppose that there exist sequences
(ng) € NN with limy_,o, ng = 0o and (ry,) € (0,00)N satisfying the following conditions:

(i) D(f™(z),m) "P(f) =0 for all k € N;
(i) there is € > 0 such that dens(F(f), D(f™(z),rr)) > € for all k € N.
Then z is not a point of density of J(f).

Proof. Let

For k € N, let
zp = [ (2), Dy, := D(zk, k) and Dy, := D (zx, wry) -

Since Dy NP(f) = 0, there is a branch ¢y of f~" defined in Dy with ¢k (2;) = z. By
Koebe’s theorems (see Lemma 2.1),

w w
D (= Srli(al) € P € D (s gndial) . @D
We claim that
lim ’(p%(zk)’ rp = 0. (2.2)
k—o00

If this was not true, there would be § > 0 such that D(z,d) C ¢x(D},) for infinitely
many k, and hence f"*(D(z,0)) C D) for infinitely many k. If f is transcendental
and O~ (o00) is infinite, this is impossible because O~ (00) is dense in J(f). Suppose
that f is rational or O~ (oc0) is finite. Fix v € P(f) N C and let £ be of the form
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K ={z: |z—v| = p} where p is chosen such that K does not contain any exceptional
point of f. Then by Lemma 2.2, K C f"(D(z,0)) C D}, C Dy, for all large k. But this
implies v € Dy, contradicting (i). This proves (2.2).

We will now show that

limsup dens(F(f),D(z,r)) > 0,

r—0

that is, z is not a point of density of J(f). We have

mincepy [¢}(C)]) ,
ey IO | ST PR
_ ((mincepy [#4(O°
maxcep, [ ()]

( 2

o [ mingen; 21O \" meas(Dy N F(f)) — meas(Dy \ D)
— \maxcep; @ (C)] meas Dy

dens(F(f), ox(Dy)) = (

meas(D;, N F(f))
meas D),

Hence, by the Koebe distortion theorem and (ii),

, 1—w)® Wri—wricﬂ _(1-w 8 ¢

By (2.3) and (2.1),

dens <f<f>,1> (z (1_°”W|soz<2k>|7”’“)>

> dens(F(f), px(D})) - dens <¢k(D;€),D <z, MVP%(%)W))

1-w\%c 1
> (Y)Wt O
l+w/) 2 16

Proof of Theorem 1.3. We first show that meas(P(f) N J(f)) is zero. In order to

do so, write P(f) N J(f) N C = Py U Py with P; := P(f) N J(f) N D0, Ry) and
Py:= (P(f)NnT(f)NC)\D(0, Ry). Since P; is a finite set, we only have to show that
meas(Pz2) = 0.

Since J(f) is uniformly thin at (P(f)NC)\D(0, R;), there are §;,e1 > 0 such that

for all v € P(f) N C with |v| > Ry and all ¢ € D(v, 1), we have

dens(F(f), D(C, ¢ = o)) > 1. (2.4)

Let z € Py and r € (0,201). Then D(z + r/2,7/2) C D(z,r) and dens(F(f),D(z +
r/2,7/2)) > e1. Thus,

dens(F(f),D(z,1)) > dens <.7-"(f),D (z + g, g)) - dens (D (z + g, g) ,D(z,r)) > %1

Hence, z is not a point of density of J(f). By the Lebesgue density theorem (see, e.g.,
[13, Corollary 2.14]), the Lebesgue measure of Py is zero. So meas(P(f)NJT(f)NC) =0
and hence also meas(O~ (P(f)NJ(f)NC)) =0. Since O~ (c0) is countable, we obtain
that meas(O~ ((P(f)NJ(f)) U{oc})) =0.

Next, we show that each z € J(f) \ O~ (P(f) U{0}) satisfies

lim sup dist(f"(z), P1) > 0. (2.5)

n—oo
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In order to do so, suppose that lim,, o dist(f™(z),P1) = 0. We show that then z €
O~ (P1), contradicting our assumption.

Because P is finite, there is a subsequence, (f"*(z)), that converges to some w € P;.
For all j € N, we have f/(w) = limj_,oo f™77(z) € P;. Thus, w is preperiodic, that is,
fY(w) is periodic for some I € N. Assume without loss of generality that [ = 0, that is,
there is p € N with fP(w) = w.

Let a > 0 such that the disks D((,«) with ( € P; are pairwise disjoint, and let
B € (0,a) such that f(D(f’(w),B)) C D(f71(w),a) for all j € {0,...,p—1}. Then by
periodicity, this is true for all j > 0. For large k, we have dist(f"*7(z),P1) < B for
all j > 0 and f™(z) € D(w,B). Then f™*+1(z) € D(f(w),a). Since the disks D((, )
with ¢ € Py are disjoint, we have |f™T1(z) — (| > a > B for all ¢ € P;\ {f(w)}.
Thus, |f™*1(2) — f(w)| < B. Inductively, we obtain that f"%7(z) € D(f’(w), ) for
all j € N. Thus, f"(z) is attracted by the cycle {w, f(w), ..., fP~Y(w), fP(w) = w}. By
Lemma 2.3, z is eventually mapped to this cycle, so z € O~ (Py).

Now let z € J(f) \ O~ (P(f) U{oo}). By (2.5), there exist a subsequence (f™(z))
and 7 > 0 such that

dist(f"™*(z),P1) > n (2.6)

for all £ € N. We will show that z satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 2.4 and hence is
not a point of density of J(f). Let

dy := dist(f™(2), P(f)),

and let z;, € P(f) with
™) — 2l = di.

First suppose that the sequence (di) is bounded, say dj < v for all k. We distinguish
three cases.

1st case: |zx| < R; for infinitely many k. By passing to a subsequence if necessary,
we can assume that |z < R; for all k. Then (f"*(z)) is bounded, and by again passing
to a subsequence, we can assume that f™(z) converges to some w € J(f). By (2.6),
we have w ¢ Py. If lw| > Ry, then for large k, we have

de = | (2) — 2| = [f™(2)] = |z] = [/ (2)] = Ry > [f™(2) — w].
Thus, w & P(f), so v := dist(w, P(f)) > 0. For large k,

v
, =

D (w,%) cD (f”’“(z) 2) C D(w,v).

Thus, D(f™(2),v/2) NP(f) =0, and

v

dens (.F(f),D (f"k(z), 5))

s 00 5) 270, 5) o (7.0 (1)
_ %dens (]—'(f),D (w, %)) > 0.

By Lemma 2.4, z is not a point of density of J(f).
2nd case: |z| > Ry and dy, < 07 for infinitely many k, without loss of generality for
all k. Then by (2.4),
dens(F(f), D(f™(z),dy)) > e1.

By Lemma 2.4, z is not a point of density of J(f).
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3rd case: |zi| > Ry and dj > 07 for infinitely many k, without loss of generality for
all k. Let

1)
wy = 2k + d*l(fnk(z) — zk).
k
Then 5
|f™%(2) —wi| = (1 - d;t) |f™(2) — 2k = dp — 01
and hence

D(wk, 51) C 'D(fn’C (Z), dk)
Also, |wg, — 2| = 1. By the hypotheses,
dens(F(f), D(f"*(2),dx)) = dens(D(wy, 61), D(f"*(2), dk)) - dens(F(f), D(wy, 61))
0F 9
>Zlo > 71
= dzgl = 72

By Lemma 2.4, z is not a point of density of J(f).
Now suppose that the sequence (dj) is unbounded. Since J(f) is thin at oo, there
are Ry, &9 > 0 such that for all v € C, we have

dens(]:(f), D(v, Ro)) > £9.

By passing to a subsequence if necessary, we can assume that dp > Ry for all k. Then
D(f"(2), Ro) N'P(f) = 0 for all k. Also,

dens(F(f), D(f™(2), Ro)) > €o-

By Lemma 2.4, z is not a point of density of J(f).
Altogether, it follows that the set of density points of J(f) has Lebesgue measure
zero. By the Lebesgue density theorem, the Lebesgue measure of J(f) is zero. O

3 A change of variables

Throughout the remaining part of the paper, let g be defined by (1.2), that is,

g9(z) = / p(t)e?® dt + c.
0

Remark 3.1. Suppose that ¢(t) = at? + O(t?"1) as t — oo, where a € C\ {0} and
d>1. Let a € C with a? = a. Then q(t/a) =t + O(t?1) as t — oo,

z/a z
g(z/a) = / p(t)e?® dt + ¢ = / lp <t> 1) gt + ¢,
0 0

« «

and Newton’s method for ¢g(z/a) is conjugate to Newton’s method for g via z — az.
Thus, we can and will assume without loss of generality that a = 1, that is,

q(t) =t* + o)

as t — oo.

Also, since the functions g and b-g for b € C\ {0} have the same zeros and Newton’s
methods for g and b- g coincide, we can and will assume without loss of generality that
p has the form

p(t) = dt™ + O™ 1)

as t — oo, where d = deg(q).
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Let f be defined by (1.1), that is, f is the Newton map corresponding to g. In order
to prove Theorem 1.1, it will be useful to consider the change of variables w = ¢(z).
Let R > 0 such that all critical values of ¢ are contained in D(0, R) and such that for
|z > (1/2)RY4, we have

1
ﬁ!ZId < lq(z)] < 292|% (3.1)
Define

G :=C\ (D(0,R) U[0,00)).
Lemma 3.2. There exists ¢ > 0 such that the set ¢~ 1(G) consists of d components,

S1, ..., Sq, satisfying

' _ 1 /4 20—-1)m ¢ 2jT ¢
S; C {z. |z] > 2R , g B < arg(z) < p + ]

and

2 —-1)m ¢ 2jm ¢
. . oR/d —
S D {z |z| > 2R, g + B < arg(z) < 7 ]

for all j € {1,...,d}. Moreover, ¢ maps each S; conformally onto G.

Proof. Since G is simply connected and contains no critical values of ¢, its preimage
g 1(G) consists of d components, and ¢ maps each of them conformally onto G. By

(3.1),
q (D (0, ;Rl/d>> c D(0,R)

q ((C \ D (o, le/d)) c C\'D(0, R).

and

Also, for z € C, we have

et v (10 ()] < s (1 0(2) =0 ()

mod 27 as z — oco. Thus,

arg(z) = arg(dq(z)) +0 (i) mod %T

as z — 0o. Using that q is surjective, we obtain the desired conclusion. O

For j € {1,...,d}, let ; be the branch of ¢! defined in G with ¢;(G) = S;.

4 The asymptotics of ¢ and f

In this section, we give asymptotic representations for g(y;(w)), g(2), f(¢;(w)), f(2).
Let

A= CHT_m.
= eo()
as z — oo and, for j € {1,...,d},

as w — oo in G.
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Lemma 4.1. Let j € {1,...,d}. Then there exists c¢; € C such that

9(pi(w)) = ¢; + 5(&(&)))) (1 + % +0 (W)) S

asw — 00 in g.
In terms of z = ¢;j(w), Lemma 4.1 says the following.

Corollary 4.2. For j € {1,...,d}, we have

9(z) = ¢j + 5((’2 (1 + % Lo (zd1+1>> o)

as z — 00 in Sj.

Proof of Lemma 4.1. Let xg € (—00, —R) = G N (—00,0] and w € G. Then
ej(w) .
i) = [ p0er dr+c
0

ej(w) @j(zo)
:/ ’ p(t)et® dt+/ ’ p(t)e?® dt + ¢

@5 (x0) 0
wj(w) "
— / p(H)et® dt + g(5 (o)
wj(z0)

-/ " sl ()€ ds + gl o).

Let

= (s i\8)) = . '
7(s) = ;(s)p(p;(s)) 7' (¢;(s))

Repeated integration by parts yields

/w r(s)e® ds = (r(s) —r'(s) +7"(s)) €’

We have

_ < 1 .p(Soj(S))) _ <q(soj(8)) 4 (i ()P’ (p5(s)) — q”(st(S))p(w(S)))
7(pi(s)) alpi(s))) \p(p;(s)) 7' (;(s))
_ pwi(s))  a(wi(s)d (9 ()P’ (9i())/p(es(5)) — alpi(s)d" (#i(s))
q'(j(s))s q'(j(s))?
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as s — oo. With h(xg) := (r(xg) — r'(x0) + r"(z0))e*, we obtain

/xw r(s)e®ds = r(w)e® <1 + % +0 <|w11+1/d>> ~ h(zo) — /w P (s)e* ds.

0 o
We have
w w —|w| o
/ " (s)e® ds = / " (s)e® ds + / " (s)e® ds — / " (s)e® ds.
) —|w] —00 —oc0

To estimate fiﬂlwl "' (s)e® ds, let v be the part of the circle with centre 0 and radius |w|
that connects —|w| and w in G. Then Res < Rew for s € y. We obtain

/ " (s)e® ds
—|w]

< tength(3) - max " (5)e| < O(ulr(w)j0 1 ) e

P
— w0 (1 ) el

Let us now estimate f:()';ul r"'(s)e®ds. By (4.2), we have |r(s)| ~ |s
First suppose that A > 0. Using that r"”(s) = r(s)O(1/s%), we obtain

—|wl —wl
/ " (s)e® ds >/ e*tvl g
0 1
/ e’ds = |r(w)e”|0 <|w|3> .

|=* as |s| = oo.

< r(wple 0 (2

<Irwelo (s )

Now suppose that A < 0. Then
1 —|wl|
<0 <3> / |s|Ae® ds.
[w? /) J o

—[wl|
/ " (s)e® ds
Integration by parts yields
—|wl|
/‘ [s]7e* ds = O(jw| e 1) < O(lr(w)e”])

and hence

Altogether, we obtain the desired conclusion with
o

¢j = g(pj(z0)) — h(zo) +/ 7" (s)e®ds. [
—00

For the function f from Newton’s method for g, Lemma 4.1 yields the following.

Corollary 4.3. For j € {1,...,d}, we have

) — o _# é 1 _ Cje—w
flej(w)) = gj(w) ¢ (g;(w)) (1 + w +0 (]w|1+1/d>> p(pj(w))

asw — o0 i G.

In terms of z, Corollary 4.3 says the following.

Corollary 4.4. For j € {1,...,d}, we have

=gty 1+ 2 v0(ghn))

as z — oo in S;.
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5 Partitioning the plane

For a more detailed study of the behaviour of f o ¢;, we will divide the complex plane
into several sets depending on how large |e~"| is compared to some power of |w|. More
precisely, we consider sets whose boundary points satisfy

Rew = plog|w| — log a (5.1)

for certain p € R and o > 0. Such sets were also considered by Jankowski [11]. In this
section, we will show that given p € R, a > 0 and y € R of sufficiently large modulus,
there is a unique x, € R such that w = z, + iy satisfies (5.1). We also give a proof of
several properties of the mapping y — x, which in part are also shown in [11, §3.3.4].

Lemma 5.1. Let p € R, o > 0 and y € R with |y| > 2|u|. Then there exists a unique
xy € R with

xy = ploglxy + iy| — log o (5.2)

If x > xy, then
x > plog|z + iy| — log a. (5.3)

If x < xy, then
x < plogl|z + iy| — log a. (5.4)

Proof. Let ¢ : R — R,
p(x) = & — plog |z +iy| = = — glog(ﬂﬁ2 +17).

Then p(x) — o0 as © — oo, and p(r) = —oo as © — —oo. Thus, ¢ is surjective, so
there exists z, satisfying (5.2).

Also,
oy 1T
¢ (z) g
Since
I () S IS
a?+y? 7 " max{z?,y?}  max{lz] [y[} T 2
we have )
/
> —.
plz) =5
Thus, ¢ is strictly increasing, which implies (5.3) and (5.4). In particular, ¢ is injective,
so x, is unique. ]

For y € R and a > 0, let
Vot (=00, =2|pu[J U [2|u],00) = R, ypaly) = .
Lemma 5.2. Let p € R and a > 0.
(i) The function vy, « is continuously differentiable.

(i4) If p > 0, then limpy oo Yp,a(y) = co. If u <0, then limp, o Ypa(y) = —o0. For
=0, v,.=—loga.

(i) [0 (W) < 2|pl/ly|. In particular, limpy_,o ¥, (y) = 0 uniformly in .
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(iv) For a> 3 >0, we have

2 o o
3 log 5 <8 (Y) — Yualy) < 2log —

™

and

lim (v,(y) — Yua(y) = log =.
ly]—o00 B

Proof. For 4 = 0, the results are obvious. We will prove the Lemma for p > 0, the
proof for p < 0 is analogous. To prove (i)-(iii), note that the condition

x = plog |z + iy| — log «

is equivalent to
y? = a2/re/mz _ 42

The function
Y(z) = a2/re(2/mz _ .2
satisfies
lim ¢(z) = —o0 and lim ¢(x)= occ. (5.5)

T——00 T—00

Let ¢ := max{z : ¥(x) = 4p?}. Then ¢(z) > 4u? for > xg. Also,
Y (x) = ga2/“e(2/“)r — 2z = g(1[1(93) + 2% — px).
7 [

It is not difficult to see that 2 — yz > —p?/4 for all 2 € R. Thus,

2

V(@) > i (W) _ ’1) >0 (5.6)
-

for > x¢. In particular, 1 : [z, 00) — [4u?, 00) is bijective. This implies that

Vua(y) =1 (y?)

is a continuously differentiable function. By (5.5), (ii) is satisfied. Also, by (5.6) and
since 4% > 4u?, we have

Vo) =

2y ‘ < 2[y| _ Myl 2w
YNy | T @/ W) —pP /) yE e /A Tyl

that is, (iii) is satisfied. To prove (iv), let y € R with |y| > 24 be fixed, and let ¢ be
as in the proof of Lemma 5.1. Let 21 := 7, 4(y) and x2 := 7, (y). Then by the mean
value theorem,

kg%=¢@ﬁ—¢@n=¢%xm—mn

for some £ € [x2,21]. In the proof of Lemma 5.1, we have seen that ¢/'(£) > 1/2, and
the same arguments show that ¢/(§) < 3/2. Also, ¢/(§) — 1 as |y| — oo. O

For p € R, a > 0 and v > 2|u|, define
H(p, o, v) :={w: Rew > plog|w| — log(a), | Imw| > v}
={ztiy: lyl = v, 220y}
Also, let
I(p, ) :={w: |Imw| > 2|u|, Rew = plog|w| —log o}
= {aly) +iy: |yl = 2lul}
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Remark 5.3. Note that if w € I'(u, ), then

Re

e = ™" = afw[ ™

if w e H(p,o,v), then
e < afw[ ™

and if w € C\ H(p, a,v) with |Imw| > v, then

le™™| > ajw|™*.

6 The singular values of f

Recall that ;
g9(z) = / p(t)e?® dt + ¢
0

where p(t) = t¢ + O(t% 1) and q(t) = dt™ + O(t™ 1) as t — 0o, and f is the Newton
map corresponding to g. Let us assume throughout the rest of the paper that g and f
satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 1.1.

In this section, we determine the location of the singular values of f.

Lemma 6.1. [3, §7, p.238] The function f does not have finite asymptotic values.
So each singular value of f in C must be a critical value or a limit point of critical
values. We have (2)g"(2)
9z)g (2
f2) ==~
9'(2)
Thus, the critical points of f are:

1. the zeros of g that are not zeros of ¢’. These are superattracting fixed points of
f and form a discrete subset of C.

2. the zeros of ¢” that are not zeros of g or ¢’. There are only finitely many of these,
21, ..., 2N, and by assumption, each z; is attracted by a periodic cycle.

In particular, the set of critical values of f does not have limit points in C. So every
singular value of f in C is a critical value, and all but finitely many of them are
superattracting fixed points.

Lemma 6.2. The set P(f) N J(f) is finite.

Proof. Since the superattracting fixed points of f form a discrete subset of C, the set
P(f) N J(f) is contained in the closure of O ({z1,...,2x}). Each z; is attracted by
a periodic cycle C. In particular, O (z;) is bounded and has only finitely many limit
points. If z; € J(f), then Lemma 2.3 yields that z; is eventually mapped to C, so the
forward orbit of z; is finite. O

By Corollary 4.2,

9(2) =cj + 5,((?) <1 + % +0 <zd1+1>) 01(2)

as z — 00 in Sy, for j € {1,...,d}. We will see later that if ¢; # 0, then g has infinitely
many zeros in §;. It is easy to see that this cannot be the case for ¢; = 0. However,
we will show now that under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1, the case ¢; = 0 does not
occur.
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Lemma 6.3. If ¢; =0 for some j € {1,...,d}, then f has a Baker domain.

Proof. If ¢c; = 0, then Corollary 4.4 yields that

1 1
f(z):z—dzd_l+0<zd>

as z — 00 in §;. The claim now follows from [6, §8, §11] (see also [10, Theorem 2]). [

Corollary 6.4. If the assumptions of Theorem 1.1 are satisfied, then c; # 0 for all
je{l,..,d}.

Proof. A theorem by Bergweiler [3, Theorem 2| says that if g and f are defined by (1.2)
and (1.1), then every cycle of Baker domains of f contains a singularity of f~!. This
cannot be true under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1. O

We now investigate the location of the zeros of g. It turns out that the images
under ¢ of all but finitely many of them are close to the curves I'(\, 1/|c;|) defined in
Section 5. More precisely, we have the following.

Lemma 6.5. For j € {1,....d} and k € Z, let vj, € I'(\,1/|cj|) such that

o — arg(—c;) + A(m/2+2n(j — 1))+ 2km if k>0
PR ) arg(—¢j) + A(=7/2 + 2mj) + 2kn if k<0

If z € S; is a zero of g and |z| is large, then there exists k € Z such that
q(z) = v +o(1) (6.1)

as |z| — oo. Vice versa, if j € {1,...,d} and |k| is large, then g has a zero z € S
satisfying (6.1).

Proof. First suppose that z € S; is a zero of g. By Corollary 4.2 and (4.1),
9(z) = ¢j + 2~ (1 + o(1))e")

as z — 00, and hence
1) = —¢; 2 (1 + o(1)). (6.2)

Thus,

Req(z) = log ’eq(z) =log |¢;| + dAlog |z| + o(1)

= log |cj| + Alog |q(2)] + o(1)

1
= Mog|q(z)| — log el +o(1).
J

In particular, Re¢(z) = o(]¢(#)]) as z — oo and hence

argq(z) = :l:g +o(1). (6.3)

Let us now assume that Im¢(z) > 0 and hence arg ¢(z) = 7/2 4 o(1). The proof in the
case where Im ¢(z) < 0 is analogous. By (6.2),

Imq(z) = arg(—c;) + dAarg(z) + o(1) mod 2. (6.4)
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We have
arg q(z) = arg(z%(1 + 0(1))) = darg z + o(1) mod 2n
and hence
2m

1
argz = — arg q(z) +0o(1) = 21d +o0(1) mod =

Since z € §j, this implies

2r(y —1

5 7 +o0(1) mod 27. (6.5)

Inserting (6.5) into (6.4) yields
77 .
Imgq(z) = arg(—cj) + A (5 +27(j — 1)) +o0(1) mod 27.

This completes the proof of the first part of Lemma 6.5.

Let us now prove the second part. As before, we will give the proof only for k& > 0,
the proof for k& < 0 is analogous. Recall that ¢; is the branch of ¢~ ! that maps
C\ (D(0,R) U [0,00)) onto S;. For small € > 0, let G; 1, be the interior of the set of all

1 1-
veH </\, % 2|)\|> \H ()\, C—g 2|)\>

el el

satisfying
| Imv — Imwj | < 7.

We will use the minimum principle to show that g o ¢; has a zero in G; ;. For v € G; i,
we have Re(v) = o(|v]), and hence

arg(v) = = +of1)

as |[v| — oo. Similar arguments as above and the definition of v;j yield

2m(j —1)

o _arg(—c¢;) —Im(vjx) 27
arg(;(v)) = Gy L o(1) = ’

Y +0(1) mod o (6.6)

In particular, this is true for v = v; ;. Also, since v;, € I'(A, 1/|c;]), we have

1 1
—Rew,; —A —dM\
e~ Revjk m‘vj’k‘ = E|(‘0j(vj’k)‘ (1 + 0(1)),
J J
that is,
|05 (vj0) | = |ejle™ Rk (1 4 o(1)).

Using Lemma 4.1 and (4.1), we obtain
(90 23) (i) = ¢+ i (vik) "1+ (1)) exp(vj )
= ¢ + i (vj) |~ exp(—idX arg(2;(v£))) (1 + (1)) exp(vjx)

= ¢j + |cj| exp(—Rewv; ) exp(i(arg(—c;) — Im(v;x))) (1 + o(1)) exp(vj k)
=cj —¢j(1+0o(1)) = o(1).

Next, we will show that g o ¢; is bounded below on 9G; .
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If v € T(A, (1 +£)/|c;]), then

(g0 @5) @) = lej + @3 ()" (L +0(1))e’| > llej| — o] ¥ (1 +o(1))]

o = 120+ o) = | £ - o) >

eleil
1+¢

el
2 b

provided ¢ is sufficiently small and k is sufficiently large. An analogous estimate yields
that if v € I'(X, (1 —€)/|cj]), then

> glcjl,

Goene)] = [{2La+om) - g

provided ¢ is sufficiently small and % is sufficiently large. If Im(v) = Im(v;x) & 7, then
by (6.6),

arg(pj(v) ") = arg(—c;) £ 7 + o(1) = arg(c;) + o(1) mod 27.

Thus, for v € % with Imv = Imw, ; & 7, we have

(g0 @) )] = [e; + )1+ o(1))e”

|c;| exp(iarg(c)) + [v]~Me'| exp(iarg ¢; + o(1))(1 + o(1))
= Jlesl + oI e I(1 4 0(1))| = eyl

We obtain that if k is sufficiently large, then

(90 03) ()] = o(1) < min [o].

’UEagj’k

By the minimum principle, g o ¢; has a zero w € G;;. The first part of the Lemma
yields that z := ¢;(w) satisfies (6.1). O

Corollary 6.6. Let j € {1,...,d} and let z € S; be a zero of g. Then

arg(z) = {”/ (2d) +2m(j —1)/d +o(1) if Img(z) >0
—m/(2d) 4+ 27j/d + o(1) if Tmq(2) < 0

as |z| = oo. In particular,
) 1
dist(z, 9S;) > (d + 0(1)> ||

as |z| — oo.
Proof. The first part is stated in (6.5) in the case where Im ¢(z) > 0, and follows from

(6.3) with similar arguments in the case where Im ¢(z) < 0. We obtain

dist(z, 8S;) = sin (% + 0(1)) EE <Cll + 0(1)> 2. O
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{w: |[Imw| > v}\ /H<)\_17|?|7V>\ ( 1 )
J 7“ )\,7',1/
H (x\ -1, BQ,I/) H ()\, ﬁl,y) 4l
€] ]
o0
{w: [Imw| > v}\ H(A—l,m,y>\ 1
J H )\,m,l/
J

o) | [ o
¢ |c;

Figure 1: An illustration of the sets H(A, 1/|c;|,v), H(A—1,0a/|cj|, v) \H(X, B1/|c;j|, v)
and {w: [Imw| > v} \ H(X -1, 52/|c;|,v) in the case where A > 0.

7 The set ¢(F(f)): first part

For j € {1,...,d}, let

In Section 7-9, we will investigate the location and size of ¢(F;) in three different
subsets of C, using the sets H(u, «,v) introduced in Section 5. The first subset is
H(A, 1/|cj|,v), the second one is H(A — 1, a1/|cj|,v) \ H(A, B1/|cj|, v) for small a1 > 0
and large #; > 0, and the third set is {w : |Imw| > v} \ H(X — 1, B2/|cj|,v) for large
B2 > 0. See Figure 1 for an illustration of these sets.

In this section, we investigate the location and size of ¢(F;) in H(A,1/|c;|,v) for
j € {1,...,d} and large v > 0. Recall that the branch ¢; of ¢~ maps H(\, 1/|¢;|,v) to
a subset of S;.

Lemma 7.1. Let j € {1,...,d}. There exists vy > 0 such that

(f o) (H(A 1/lejl vo)) € S

In particular, if (qo f o ¢;)*(w) € H(\1/|cjl,v0) for all k € {0,...,n — 1}, then
(f"opi)(w) €S; and (go fopj)"(w) = (go [ o p;)(w).
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Proof. Let w € H(A,1/|cj|,vp). By Corollary 4.3, (4.2) and Remark 5.3,
|(f o @i)(w) — @j(w)]

| 1N g (o w)ee ]
= (o )] <”O (rw|> T (e (w))] )

A O B D

3 ,
S oty ~ sl

if |w| is sufficiently large. For vy > 12+ R, with R as in Section 3, we obtain

F(05(w)) € D(eps (w), 3\, (w)]) € D (wj(w% Yo Rrso;-<w>|) .

4
On the other hand, by Koebe’s 1/4-theorem,
vy — R
55 ¢ (D~ 1) 5 (50w), T e w)])

whence the claim follows. O

Next, we derive an asymptotic expression for

hj(w) = (g o f op;)(w)
in H(A,2/|cj|, v1) for large 11 > 0.
Lemma 7.2. Let j € {1,...,d}. There exists v1 > 0 such that

o om+1—d 1 1 e i 1
h](w)—w1+2d'w+0<|w|l+l/d>cje j(w) <1+O<]w|1/d)>
7.1

as w — 00 in H(A, 2/|c;|,v1).

)

Remark 7.3. In fact, for any o > 0, there exists v > 0 such that h; has an asymp-
totic expression of the form (7.1) in H(\, o/|c;|,v). We will need that a > 1 so that
HA afejl,v) D H(A L [¢l,v).

Proof of Lemma 7.2. By Corollary 4.3, we have
n(w)
flpj(w)) = pj(w) —
’ ’ 7' (pj(w))
where

- i # c-e_wM
n(w) =1+ -+0 (w|1+1/d) T b))

as |w| — oo. Note that 7 is bounded in H(A,2/|c;|,v1). Taylor expansion of ¢ around
@;(w) yields

k=0
N 71 C0) BV Y G D P I N DV
B P LD D 0 (i) ntw)
w12 i) o 1
o0+ 5 g+ () 72
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as w — oo in H(A,2/|¢j|,v1). Using that A = (d — 1 —m)/d, we have

B m+1-—d 1 1 e deiem 1
_n(w)__1+d'w+0<|w1+1/d>_cje pj(w) <1+O<’u)|1/d >

(73)
Moreover,
q"(pj(w)) d—1 1 1
q'(pj(w))? d w T |w]|1/d
and
2 0 1 w I\ o 1 2
nw)” =T+ O ) +ee )™ {1+ |w|1/d
1
=1+0( )+ o)
Hence,
1 ¢"(pj(w)) s d—11 1 » 1
30 los )" W) = 2w T O\ o ) Fae e To () (T
Combining (7.2), (7.3) and (7.4) yields the desired conclusion. O

For the derivative of h;, we obtain the following.

Lemma 7.4. Let j € {1,...,d}. There exists vy > 0 such that

1 1
h: =140 —— e Yo () [1+0 [ —— >
](w) + (|w1+1/d> + cje Y pj(w) ( + (,w‘l/d>

as w — 0o in H(A, 1/|cj|, v2).

Proof. Suppose v5 > v1 + 1. By Lemma 7.2, there are holomorphic functions, a1, as,

satisfying a1 (w) = O(1/|w|'*/%) and az(w) = O(1/|w|"/%) as w — oo such that

2m+1—-d 1
2d

for w € H(A,2/|¢j|,v2 —1). By Lemma 5.2 and Cauchy’s inequality, we have a}(w) =
O(1/|w|**/?) and dh(w) = O(1/|w|*%) as w — oo in H(A, 1/|¢j|, va). Also,

hj(w) =w—1+ +ar(w) — cje i (w)™ (14 az(w))

A w01 — e () (1 — A
L) i) (1= i)

= e (w) (1 +0 <;>> .

We obtain

Thus,

, B 2m+1-d 1 p —w d\ 1
hj(w)_l_Tﬁ"i_al(w)""cje @j(w)” {1+ 0 Two[174

_ 1 C—w(ndA 1
_1+O<|w’1+1/d>+c]e @j(w) (1+O<|w|1/d>>

as w — oo in H(A, 1/|c;|, v2). O
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We will now proceed as follows. Recall that if zy € S; is a superattracting fixed
point of f, then ¢(zp) lies close to the curve I'(A,1/|c;|). Also, every horizontal strip
of width 27 4 ¢ with € > 0 that is sufficiently far from the real axis contains such an
image of a superattracting fixed point. We will show that if zg is a superattracting fixed
point of f and A*(zp) is its immediate basin of attraction, then ¢(.A*(2p)) contains a
disk of a fixed radius around ¢(zp). We then consider preimages of this disk under
iterates of h; = qo f o ;. The function h; is not locally invertible at ¢(zp), but
if « is slightly smaller than 1, then h; has a local inverse function, 1;, defined in
H(A, of|cj|,v). If a is sufficiently close to 1, then H(A, a/|cj|,v) intersects the disks
contained in q(A*(zp)). We then show that the images of this intersection under ;
have a certain size and are more or less evenly distributed in H(A, 1/|c;j|,v). The idea
here is that if w € H(A,1/|c¢;|,v) is sufficiently far from the boundary, then Lemma 7.2
yields hj(w) =~ w — 1, and hence ¢j(w) =~ w + 1. See Figure 2 for an illustration of the
abovementioned approach.

. V;
_bea—R

Figure 2: The images of superattracting fixed points of f under ¢ lie close to the
dashed line. The white disks around them are contained in the images of the basins of
attraction of the superattracting fixed points. To the right of the solid line, the inverse
1 of hj is defined. The grey disks lie in the intersection of the images of the basins of
attraction under ¢ and the domain of definition of v;, and their images under iteration
of 1); are contained in g(F;).

Lemma 7.5. If 2y is a zero of g but not a zero of g’ and |zo| is sufficiently large, then

1
* D — .
A*(20) D <Z0, 3d|zo|d—1>

For the proof, we require the following theorem which essentially says that under
suitable assumptions the solution of Bottcher’s functional equation in a neighbour-
hood of a superattracting fixed point extends to a conformal map defined in the entire
immediate basin of attraction.

Theorem 7.6. Let h be a meromorphic function, and let zg be a superattracting fixed
point of multiplicity k of h. Suppose that A*(zy) contains no critical point other than
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20 and no asymptotic value of h. Then there is a conformal map ® : D(0,1) — A*(zp)
satisfying ®(0) = zp and

for all z € D(0,1).

A proof of this theorem can be found, for example, in [23, p. 65, Theorem 4]. There,
the result is stated for rational functions, but the proof also works for meromorphic
functions without asymptotic values in A*(zp).

Proof of Lemma 7.5. Let zy be a zero of g that is not a zero of ¢’, and assume that
none of the finitely many zeros of ¢” lies in A*(zg). Then zj is a superattracting fixed
point of f, and there are no other critical points of f in A4*(zp). Also,

ﬂ@):y@ﬁ¢@>+aa¢@mmum—www%a2
g'(2)? ’

and hence ao)
" g (20
zp) = 0.
f ) 9'(20) 7
By Theorem 7.6, there is a conformal map ® : D(0,1) — A*(z) satisfying f(®(2)) =
®(22) and ®(0) = 2o. Differentiating the equation f(®(z)) = ®(z?) twice yields

FI(@(2)®'(2)° + f((2)@"(2) = 29'(2%) + 420" (2?).

For z = 0, we obtain
f"(20)®'(0)* = 29/ (0)

and hence 2
#(0)] = e
We have
f“(zo) _ g//(ZO) _ (p(zo)q/(z(]) +p/(zo))eq(zo)
g'(20) p(20)e1(z0)
—d P(20) 4 1
i+ i (10(2).

Hence, by Koebe’s 1/4-Theorem,

1 1 1
“(20) = B(D(0,1)) 5D (20, @ (0)] ) =D (20, =) 5D (20, ==
A(o0) = 8(D(0.1)) 5 D (20, 1100 ) =D (30, 577051) 5P (20 g1 )
if |20 is sufficiently large. O

Corollary 7.7. Let zg € C be a zero of g that is not a zero of g'. If |20| is sufficiently
large, then

oA ) > D (ae0), 75 )

Proof. If |z| is sufficiently large, then by Lemma 7.5,

1
* D -
A*(20) D (Zo, 3d\z0]d—1) ;

and ¢ is injective in this disk. Koebe’s 1/4-Theorem yields

* | ¢ (z0)
D —_— D — .
o) 2 (P (20 g ) ) 2 2 (a0 pas L
Since ¢'(z) = dz?~1(1 4+ O(1/z)) as z — oo, the claim follows. O



Julia sets of measure zero 23

The next Lemma deals with preimages under h;.

Lemma 7.8. Let o € (0,1),e € (0,1 — ) and j € {1,...,d}. There exists v3 > 0
such that for each wy € H(X, a/|cj|,v3), there is a unique w € H(\, af|cj|, vz — 1) with
hj(w) = wo. More precisely, w € D(wo + 1, + €).

Proof. Let w € H(A, a/|cj|,v3 —1). By Lemma 7.2 and Remark 5.3,

hytw) = (0= 1) <0 (o) +lege ol (140 (7))

1 1
SOQM>+QQ+O<WWJ><“+a

provided v3 and hence |w]| is sufficiently large. If hj(w) = wp, we obtain
[w = (wo + 1) = Jwo = (w = 1)| = [hj(w) = (w = 1)| <a+e,

that is, w € D(wg + 1, + €). On the other hand, Lemma 5.2 yields that

D(wo + 1, +¢) CH(A aflcj|,v3 — 1)
if v3 is sufficiently large. Thus, for w € D(wp + 1, a + €),
|(hj(w) —wo) — (w—1—wo)| = [hj(w) = (w—=1)| <a+e=|w—1—wol|
By Rouché’s theorem, there is a unique w € D(wp+1, a+¢) satisfying hj(w) = wo. O

By Lemma 7.8, there is a subset H; C H(A, a/|c;|,v3 — 1) such that h; maps H;
conformally onto H(A, a/|c;|,v3). Let ¥; : H(A, o/|cj|,v3) = H; be the corresponding
inverse function. The next Lemma yields that if |Imw| is sufficiently large, then all
iterates @Z)}"”(w) are defined and tend to co as n — oo in a horizontal strip whose width
is bounded independent of w.

Lemma 7.9. Let « € (0,1), e € (0,1 — ) and j € {1,...,d}. Then there exist vy > 0
and C > 0 such that ¢7(w) is defined for all w € H(A,a/|cj|,va) and all n € N, and
satisfies

(i) Reyj(w) > Rew +n(l —a —¢);

1—a—
(ii) |97 (w)] > max{n, [w|} - %’5
(iii) \Im@b?(w) —Imw| < C;

(iv) e Rewy(w)wy(w)‘)\ = O(e—(1=a=9)/2),

For the proof, we require the following Lemma.

Lemma 7.10. For all ng € N, we have

Proof. We have

1

1 1 > ko1 1 1 1 2
< —dt = — —dt=—+—<=. O
ZkQ_n+Z/1t2 n(2)+/n 12 2+n0—

0 g 1o
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Proof of Lemma 7.9. Let
d:=1—a—c.

First note that if ¢} (w) is defined, then Lemma 7.8 yields that wf(w) € D(i/}f_l(w) +
l,a+¢) for all k € {1,...,n}, and hence

Re ¥ (w) > Rew + nd.
So ¢} (w) satisfies (i). Also, if n < |w[/2, then

|w]

[¥5 ()| 2 Jwl =n(l+ate) 2w - —~(1+ate)= |w| > 1.
If n > |wl|/2, then

)
[P (w)| > Rep? (w) > Rew +né > Alog |w| — logﬁ +nd > ? > ]uj
Cj

provided |w| and hence also n is sufficiently large. In particular, ¢} (w) satisfies (ii).
Let

ny = [w]].

We will show by induction that if w € H (A, a/|cj|, va) for sufficiently large v4 > 0, then
Y} (w) is defined for all n € N and

n o . n ~ 1 - 1 ~ ko2
| Im 9" (w) — Imw| < C mln{w,1}+nwzw+zkl+1/d+2e ,

k=n k=1 k=1
(7.5)

where C’ does not depend on w or n. Note that by Lemma 7.10,
n 1~ 1 g
! : e - - —ko/2
o' (min{ 1} 3 5+ D Do
k::nw k=1 k=1
[e.e] 1 o0
! —ké/2 | _.
c<3+zkm/d+ze >_.C<oo.
k=1 k=1

So (7.5) implies (iii). Clearly, (7.5) is true for n = 0. Now suppose that (7.5) holds
with n replaced by n—1. By Lemma 7.8, ¢ (w) is defined if and only if | Im w;‘_l (w)| >
v3. This is satisfied if |Imw| > v3 + C. By Lemma 7.2,

| Tm 5 (w) — Im 97~ (w)] = [Tm 9] (w) — Im (45 (w))]

2m+1—d 1 ; 1,—Rey?(w), n A
a M (W(w)> +O<|7/)}L(w)|1+1/d>+2|‘3J|€ M UACS

provided |w| is sufficiently large. By (ii),

1 _of 1

If n < |wl|, then we estimate the first summand by

" (wytm)‘ < 7y = (1)
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If n > |wl|, then by Lemma 7.8, (ii) and the induction hypothesis,

Im 1 — ‘Imlbjn(w)‘ < \Imw}""l(w)\ +a+e
vy (w) 7 ()~ W)

16(]Imw|+C’—|—a+5) 17]w] 1
- 62n? = 522 = w0 n2)’

provided |w| is sufficiently large.
Moreover, if A > 0, then by (i), Lemma 7.8 and Remark 5.3,

ejle™ RV () < Jejle™ " (jw| + n(1 + a+e) e
< aJw[w] +n(l +a+e)e™™
:a< w ‘( —|—a+€)>)\e_”5
a(l+n(l+a+e)e™™ =0(e/?),
provided |w| > 1. If A < 0, then by (i), (ii) and Remark 5.3,

. N\ S\
|Cj’e—Re1li]- (w)‘w;}(w”)\ < <4> |w|>\|cj|e—Rewe—n5 < (4) ae—né‘

In particular, (iv) is satisfied. Also, if n < |w|, then

Im wjn(w) —Im ¢?*1(w) =0 <|w1|> + 0 (nlil/d> +0 <€—n5/2) :

and if n > |w|, then

Im ¢} (w) — Im ¥7 " (w) = ny,O <n12> +0 (nljl/d> +0(e™ /2,
Thus, 17 (w) satisfies (7.5), and hence also (iii). O
We now estimate the derivative of (1
Lemma 7.11. Let a € (0,1) and j € {1,...,d}. There are vs >0 and B > 0 such that
|(¥7) (w)] = B
for all w € H(A, a/|cj|,vs) and all n € N.
Proof. We have

1 1
) = Yok = - =
;IIO T [Tx= 3h§ @bkﬂ | J © wk
By Lemma 7.4 and Lemma 7.9,
1 k 1
[ (W ()] € 140 | g7 | + legle” ¥ (w) (14 0
Y [ (w) [ +1/d ! ’ [ (w)[1/4

1
k(l—a—e)/2
§1+O(k1+1/d>+0< )

Since the infinite product [[32, (14+O0(1/k"+/4) 4+ O (e #(1=2=)/2)) converges, we obtain
the desired conclusion. O
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Recall that F; = F(f)NS;.

Lemma 7.12. For j € {1,....,d} and k € Z, let vj} be as in Lemma 6.5 and w;j, :=
vjk +1/26. There is 9 > 0 such that if |k| is sufficiently large, then D(¢7 (wj ), ) C
q(F;) for all n € N.

Remark 7.13. For sufficiently large |k|, the point v; is close to ¢(zg) for some at-
tracting fixed point zg of f. The function ¢; is not defined in ¢(z0) and v; ;. Therefore,
we introduce the point wjj which is in the domain of definition of 1; for large |k| and
also lies in q(A*(2p)).

Proof of Lemma 7.12. By Lemma 6.5, there is a zero zg of g satisfying ¢(z0) = v; 1 +
o(1). Thus, wj = q(20) + 1/26 4 o(1). If || is sufficiently large, we obtain

1 1 1 1
D <wj7k, 27) C D <q(20) + %, 26) C D <q(20), 13> .
By Corollary 7.7, this yields
]' *
D (wj,k, 27> - q(A (Zo)).
Let v > 0 be large and exp(—1/2(1/26 — 1/27)) < o < 1. Then
2log— < — — —=. (7.6)

Since vj, € T'(A,1/|c;]), by (7.6) and Lemma 5.2 (iv) and (iii), we get

1 Q
D o A —
(w037) <% (i)

if |k| is sufficiently large. By Koebe’s 1/4-theorem and Lemma 7.11,

03 (2 (e ) ) 2 2 (w0 ) 5 (v, 15 )

With ¢ := B/(4 - 27) we thus have

n n 1
B0 w30),0) € D (a3 ) < ol
Since by Lemma 7.1,
hj(w) = (qo fop;)"(w)=(go f" o p;)(w)
for w € H(A, a/|cj|, 1p), this implies
D(3 (wjk),9) C q(Fy),
provided |k| is sufficiently large. O

The final result of this section says that ¢(F;) has positive density in rectangles of
sufficiently large side lengths that are contained in H (X, 1/|¢;|, v).

Lemma 7.14. There are Dy, v,n9 > 0 such that for all j € {1,...,d} and any rectangle
R C H(A, 1/|¢j|,v) with sides parallel to the real and imaginary axis whose vertical and
horizontal side lengths are both at least Dy, we have

dens(q(F;),R) > no.
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Proof. First suppose that
R={w: 1 <Rew < x9, y1 <Im < yy} (7.7)
where
2 + 2(0 + 19) <x2—x1,Y2 —y1 < 2(27T + 2(0 + 19)), (7.8)

with C' as in Lemma 7.9 and ¢ as in Lemma 7.12. Let v;; be as in Lemma 6.5 and
wj = vj,+1/26. There is k € Z such that y; +C+9 < Imwj = Imvj, < yo—C—9.
Also, by Lemma, 7.8, there is n € N such that z1+9 < Re 1,[);7'(’[0]‘,]9) < x9—1. By Lemma
7.9, we have y1 + 9 < Im 7 (wjx) < y2 — 9. Thus,

D(@b}"‘(wj,k),ﬁ) C R.
Also, by Lemma 7.12,
D(yj(wjk), ) C q(Fj)-
We obtain

meas(D (Y7 (wjk), 9)) T2

. > =
dens(q(Fj),R) > meas R T 4(2r +2(C+9))? 0

Now, if R C H(A,1/|cj|,v) is any rectangle whose horizontal and vertical side length
both exceed Dy := 27 + 2(C + 9), then R can be written as the union of rectangles of
the form (7.7) that satisfy (7.8) and have pairwise disjoint interior, whence the claim
follows. O

8 The set ¢(F(f)): second part

In this section, we investigate the density of ¢(F(f)) in subsets of H(A —1,a1/|c;|,v) \
H(A, B1/]cjl, v) for small oy > 0 and large 31 > 0.
We first give an approximate expression for h; in H(A—1, a1 /|c;|, v)\H(A, B1/|c;l, v).

Lemma 8.1. Let ¢ > 0 and j € {1,...,d}. Then there are oy, f1,v > 0 such that for
allwe HA—1,a1/|c;|,v) \ H(A, Bi/l|¢jl,v), we have

hj(w) —w
—cjeEij<w>dA B 1‘ =
Proof. Taylor expansion of ¢ around ¢;(w) yields
<ok (0 (w
() = a7 (ps(w) = w+ 3 I (1)) — gy
k=1
Thus,
hj(w) —w
et w)™ .
_ Al i), o0 Ulpe) — st
—cjepj(w)™ ~ K —cjepi(w)™

By Corollary 4.3,

flpj(w)) = ¢j(w) — q/(%l(w)) <1 +0 (|w1|> + Cj6_w<Pj(w)d>\ <1 +0 <|w|11/d)>>
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as w — 00. Hence,

ﬂ%WMﬂ%ww—%ww_1:1+WUWD+O( 1>. (8.3)

—cjemp;(w)™ cje™p;(w)™ jw|*/

For w € C\ H(A, f1/]cj|,v) with |Imw| > v, we have

provided v is sufficiently large. Inserting this into (8.3) yields

q'(pj(w))(f(g;(w)) — @j(w)) 3 _1
—cje W (w)d 1‘ : e} o <|w!1/d> =

if 51 and |w| are sufficiently large.
Also, for w € H(X — 1, a1/|cj|, V), we have

™

P
provided v is sufficiently large. By (8.2), this yields
st = g0 = ot (140 () +3agiw)?) < Janles(wll, 69
pj(w)) — pj(w)| < — 10 < —aalpj(w)], (8.
’ ! ¢ (¢ (w))] |w] ’ d
provided |w| is sufficiently large. If £ > 2, then by (8.4) and (8.5), we have

q® (pi(w))  (flpj(w)) — pj(w))*

K —cje iy (w)™

_ ‘q’(%(w))(f(w(w)) - wj(w))‘ .
—cje e (w)™ kg (j(w))

k—1
<(1+3): q@gwo>'<3“”¢“w”)

() (gt (i)

®) (o (w0
LMD £ 0) — g0

¢ (p;(w))
klg

e\ [d\2-4F1 €
= (1 7) Y 8.6
(1+3 (k) &g (86)
if |w| is sufficiently large and «; is sufficiently small. Inserting (8.4) and (8.6) into (8.1)
yields the desired conclusion. O

We will now proceed as follows. First, we show that h; maps the intersection
of certain horizontal strips with H(A — 1, a1 /|cj|, v) \ H(A, B1/|c;l, v) into H(A, 1/c*,v)
where ¢* = max; |¢;|. The idea is that if Im w lies in certain intervals, then the argument
of —cje W, (w)? is small, and using that h;(w) ~ w — cje”p;(w)? by Lemma 8.1,
one can deduce that Reh;(w) is large. By Section 7, the set ¢(F(f)) has positive
density in large bounded subsets of H (A, 1/¢*,v). Together with the invariance of F(f)
under f, we deduce that ¢(F(f)) has positive density in large bounded subsets of
HA-1, al/’cj|7 v)\ H()\,,Bl/‘cﬂ, V).

The next Lemma deals with the mapping behaviour of f in certain horizontal strips
in H(A —1,0q/l¢j|,v) \ H(X, B1/]¢jl,v). For j € {1,...,d} and n € Z, let

i Jarg(—¢) + A(m/2+27(j — 1)) +2nm ifn >0
" arg(—¢j) + AM(=m/2 + 27)) + 2n7 if n <0.
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Lemma 8.2. Let ¢ € (0,7/4). Then there are aq,1,v > 0 such that the following
holds. Let j € {1,...,d}. Suppose that w lies in the closure of H(A — 1,a1/lc;|,v) \
H(A, B1/lejl, v) and there exists n € Z with |Imw — yn| < w/4. Let B > B1 such that
w e T(X\ B/|cj]), and let 0 := Imw — y3,. Then,
|hj(w) —w| < (1+4¢)B,
(I —¢)Bcos(|0] +¢) <Re(hj(w) —w) < (1+¢)B
and
(1 —¢)Bsin(|0] — &) < [Im(hj(w) —w)| < (1 +¢)Bsin(|0] + ¢).
Proof. By Lemma 8.1,

hj(w) —w
-1 < - 8.7
_Cjefwspj(w)d)\ 2’ ( )
provided «; is sufficiently small and 81 and v are sufficiently large. Thus,
€ —w
(1= 2) Jese 0i@)®| < Ihj(w) = w] < (14 5) [ese i)™

Since w € T'(A, B/|c;|), this yields
(1—e)B <[hj(w) —w| < (1+¢)p
if v is sufficiently large. Also, by (8.7),

arg ( hy(w) —w )’ < arcsin (%) < %5. (8.8)

—cie "y (W)™

We have
argw = arg q(p;(w)) = arg(pj(w)4(1 + o(1))) = darg p;(w) + o(1) mod 2

as w — 00. Since w lies in the closure of H(A — 1, a1/|cj|,v) \ H(A, B1/|cjl,v), we have

argw = sgn(Im(w))g +o(1) = sgn(n)g +o(1)
if |n| is sufficiently large. Hence,
7r 2m
arg p;j(w) = sgn(n)ﬁ +o0(1) mod R

Since p;(w) € S;, we obtain

7/(2d) +27(j —1)/d+o(1) ifn>0

mod 27.
—m/(2d) + 27j/d + o(1) ifn<0

arg p;(w) = {
Thus,

arg (—cje_“’gpj(w)d/\) = arg(—c¢;) — Im(w) + dr arg ;(w)
—0 —2nm 4+ 0(1) = —0 + o(1) mod 2.

By (8.8), this implies
0] —e < |arg(hj(w) —w)| < || +¢€
if |w| is sufficiently large. We obtain

Re(hj(w) —w) <[hj(w) —w| < (1 +¢€)p,

Re(hj(w) —w) = [hj(w) — w]|cos(arg(h;(w) — w)) = (1 —&)Bcos(|0] + &),

[ Tm(hj(w) —w)| = [hj(w) —w] - [sin(arg(hj(w) —w))[ < (1 +¢)Fsin(|0] + ),

[ Tm(hj(w) — w)| = [hj(w) —w| - |sin(arg(hj(w) — w))| = (1 = €)Bsin(|0] —¢). T
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Let

* Pyp—
= 1rgla§xd]cl|. (8.9)

The following Lemma says that h; maps the intersection of H(X — 1,aq/]¢j|,v) \
H(A, B1/|cj|, v) with certain horizontal strips into H(A,1/c*, v).

Lemma 8.3. There are oy, 1,V > 0 such that for all j € {1,...,d},n € Z and all w
in the closure of H(X —1,a1/|cj|,v) \ H(A, B1/|¢jl, v) with |Imw — y3,| < 7/4, we have
hj(w) € H(A, 1/c*,v).

Proof. We have w € T'(\, B/|c;|) for some 5 > B;. Since also w € H(A — 1, a1/|cj|,v),

we have
Alog |w| —log 8 = Rew > (A — 1) log |w| — log a3

and hence
B < ai|wl. (8.10)

Let € € (0,7/4), 6 := Imw — yl, and suppose that aq, 31, v are chosen such that the
conclusion of Lemma 8.2 holds. Then

| Im hj(w) —Imw| < (1+¢)Bsin(|0] +¢) < 25.

By (8.10) and since |Imw| = (14 o(1))|w| for w in the closure of H(A — 1, a1/|c;|, v) \
H(A, B1/]cjl, v), this yields

[ Im hj(w)| > [Imw| — 28 = (1 +o(1))|w| — 28 > (1 + o(1))|w| — 201 |w| > v,

provided |w| is sufficiently large and «ay is sufficiently small.
Also, by Lemma 8.2 and (8.10),

hj(w) —w| < (14¢)f < (1+e)ar|w].
If oy is sufficiently small, we obtain
1
Slwl < [hj(w)] < 2fw|

and hence )
§!hj(w)| < Jw| < 2|hj(w)]. (8.11)

By Lemma 8.2 and (8.11),
T
Rehj(w) > Rew + (1 — ¢)f5 cos <Z + 5)
= Aog |w| —log  + (1 — €)B cos (% —i—s)
> Mog|hj(w)| — |A|log2 —log B+ (1 — €)f cos (Z + E)
1
> Mog |hj(w)] —log —
c
if 51 and hence f is sufficiently large. Thus, h;(w) € H(A,1/c*,v). O

Let us now define several sets. We start with subsets QZL . Qil w C C\H(A, B1/]c;],v)
for j € {1,....,d}, ke Nand n € Z.
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Let 0 < 0; < 1/(67) arccos(5/6). For j € {1,...,d}, k € Nand n € Z, let Qi, be

the set of all . i
2 2
wG’H(A, .ﬁl,y>\7{()\,?1,u>
[ 91
such that ‘
| Imw — y)| < 6.
Also, let Q‘; . be the set of all
2k+2 2]671
wE?—L(A, Bl,u>\H<A, 51,u>
|c;] |c;]
such that .
| Imw — )| < 57b;.

; : : j 5i 59
See Figure 3 for an illustration of these sets. Notg that ank C ka If ka C

I

H(XA—1,01/|¢j],v), then by Lemma 8.3, we have h;( ilk) CHN1/c*v).

I
I
i

2 /;chl //k h—1
F(A,2 61) F(A,Z 51) r(x,Qﬁl) F(A,2 51)
1 ¢l @1

|4
Figure 3: An illustration of the sets Qn,k and Qn,k‘

Moreover, let Rﬁlk be the rectangle containing all v € C satisfying

3 )
12’%1 < Rev — Alog|n| < 52]“51

and '
|Tmv — yl| < 3-2%6,6;.

Also, let 7@1 i be the rectangle containing all v € C satisfying

)
§2kﬁl < Rev—Alog|n| < 3-2%p

and '
\Imv — ym <4- Qkﬂlel.
b,

Note that R}, ;, C R}, ;.-
Lemma 8.4. There are aq, 51,v,n9 > 0 such that the following holds. If j € {1,

n € Z with |n| > ng and k € N are such that Qilk C HA = 1,01/|cj|,v), then

hj( i,k) C Rf'%k and hj(Q{L’k) > 7%{1’,6.
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Proof. For w € H(XA—1,0q/|cj|,v) \ H(A, B1/|c;j],v), we have Rew = o(Jw|) and hence
lw| = (1 + 0(1))|Imw| as w — co. If |Imw — y| < 576, and |n| is sufficiently large,
we obtain

0] < Ju] < Jnl.

For w € Qfmv this implies that

ok+2 ok+2
Rew > Alog|w| — log b1 > Alog |n| — 2|\| — log b (8.12)
€] €]
and
2k71 2k71
Rew < Alog|w| — log | ‘61 < Alog |n| + 2|\| — log ‘ |51. (8.13)
j J

Let € > 0 be small and let w € szk: C Q;k By Lemma 8.2 and (8.12), and since
0 < 61 < 1/(6m)arccos(5/6) < (1/2) arccos(5/6), we have

Reh;(w) > Rew + (1 — £)2%6; cos(0; + ¢)
> Rew + (1 —€)2%6; cos(26)
2k+2ﬁ1

]

)
> Alog |n| — 2|\| — log +(1—5)2k@’1-6

3
> Mog |n| + Zz’fﬁl

if ¢ is sufficiently small and (5, is sufficiently large. Analogously,

Re hj(w) < Rew + (1 4 ¢)2" 13,
218,

+ (14¢)213
e

< Alog|n| + 2|A| —log

5
< Mog |n| + 52’%
if € is sufficiently small and 3 is sufficiently large. Moreover, by Lemma 8.2,

| Im hj(w) — yl| < |Im hj(w) — Imw| + [ Imw — vl
< (1+¢)281 8, sin(fy +¢) 4 | Imw — 37|
< (1+e)281B1 (01 +¢) + 6,
< 3-2Fp,0,

if ¢ is sufficiently small and [ is sufficiently large. Thus, hj(QZL k) C Rﬁl K

In the following, we show that h; (GQiLk) N ﬁflk = 0. Since we have already shown
that hj(Q) ) N'R), # 0, this implies that h;j(Q) ,) DR ,.

If w € T(\, 287181 /|¢j]) and $; is large, then by Lemma 8.2 and (8.13),

Rehj(w) < Rew + (1 4¢)2¥715
2"1p

¢

< Alog |n| + 2|\| — log + (1 +e)281p

S
< Alog |n| + §2k61.
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If w e T'(\, 257281 /|¢j|) and |Tmw — yh| < 5761, then by Lemma 8.2 and (8.12), and
since 0 < 01 < 1/(67) arccos(5/6), we have

Rehj(w) > Rew + (1 — 5)2’”261 cos(bmhy + ¢)

2k+261 b2
> Alog [n| — 2|\| — log o + (1 —¢)2"" 31 cos(6m6;)
j
ok+2
> Alog |n| — 2|A| — log c-|61 + (1 —€)2k+23, . %
J

> Mog |n| + 3 - 288,

provided ¢ is sufficiently small and f is sufficiently large.
If |Imw — y3,| = 5701 and w € H(A, 25281 /|c;|,v) \ H(A, 257181 /|cj|,v), then by
Lemma 8.2,
| Im j(w) = yh| > [ Im hj(w) — Im(w)| — [Imw — ]|
> (1 —e)2¥ 18, sin(5n0; — &) — 576,
2
> (1— 5)2’“*151;(57&1 —¢) — 57,
> 4256161,

provivded e is sufficiently small and S; is sufficiently large. Thus, hj(aéfl p) C C\
R . O

Next, we prove that the density of ¢(F;) in Qfl i is bounded below by a positive
constant.

Lemma 8.5. There are oy, 51,v,0,n1 > 0 such that for all j € {1,...,d}, n € Z with
In| >ny and k € N with Q) , C H(X —1,a1/|c;j|,v), we have

dens(q(F;), Qik) >0
Proof. By Section 6, in particular Lemma 6.5, the function h; = g o f o ¢; has no
critical points in Qﬁ%k if v and (5 are sufficiently large. By Lemma 8.4, hj(ng,k) D R‘Z’L,k
and h;(Q) ) C R] .. Let U be the component of hj_l(Rfl ,) containing Q7 ,. Then
Qf‘%k cu C Qilk Since ﬁfm is simply connected, h; maps U conformally onto ﬁik
Let ¢ : R, — U be the corresponding inverse function. By Lemma 8.3,

1010 < H (A o) € C\ (DR U[0,00) = a(S)

for all I € {1,...,d}. Hence, there exists [ € {1, ..., d} such that (foy;)( ~iLk) C 8. We
have ¢ (q(F;) N 7@; x) = a(Fj) NU. By the Koebe distortion theorem, 1) has bounded
distortion in Rflk independent of n, k and j. We obtain

dens(q(F;), Q1 ) > dens(q(F;), ¥(RJ, ) - dens((RY ), @), )

= dens(¢(q(F;) N Rzl,k), T/J(Ri,k)) : dens(w(Ri;,k)a Qi,k)
> cdens(q(]:l),Rf‘%k) - dens( ZLJ« Qﬁzk)
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for some ¢ > 0 independent of n,k and j. If B is sufficiently large, then by Lemma
7.14,

dens(q(F1). R, ) > m.

Moreover, by Lemma 5.2,
. 9 .
meas Q) | > 3 log2-20; and meas Q’ , <2log8-1070;.

Hence,
log 2

—_— = ]
157 log 8

dens(q(F;), @ ;) > eno

The last Lemma of this Section says that there is a positive lower bound for the
density of ¢(F;) in any sufficiently large rectangle contained in H(A — 1, a1/|¢;,v) \
H(A, B/ lesl,v).

Lemma 8.6. There are a1, f1,v,D1,m1 > 0 such that for all j € {1,...,d} and any
rectangle R C H(A — 1,a1/|¢;|,v) \ H(A, Bi/|cj|, v) with sides parallel to the real and
imaginary axis and side lengths at least D1, we have

dens(q(F;),R) = m.
Proof. Suppose that
Dy > 5log8,
D, > yfn + 27 + 10w6; and D > |yl_m| + 27 4 1076, for all I € {1, ...,d},

with n1 as in Lemma 8.5. Let R C H(A — 1, a1/|cj|, v) \ H(A, B1/|cj|, v) be a rectangle
with sides parallel to the real and imaginary axis and side lengths at least D;. By the
definition of @ , and Lemma 5.2, there are k € N and n € Z with |n| > ny such that

Qo CR.

If, in addition, the side lengths of R do not exceed 2D, then by Lemma 8.5 and Lemma
5.2,

- - 2/31 - 1076
dens(q(F;), R) > dens(q(F;), ibk) . dens(Qil’k,R) >4 /3 Oilg)Z Om L
1

Since any general rectangle with side lengths at least D can be written as the union of
rectangles with side lengths between D; and 2D; which are disjoint up to the boundary,
the claim follows. O

9 The set ¢(F(f)): third part

For v > 0, let

G, ={w: |[Imw| > v}.
In this section, we investigate the density of ¢(F(f)) in subsets of G, \H(A—1, B2/|cj, V)
for large 52 > 0. First, we give an approximation for h; in G, \ H(A — 1, B2/|¢jl,v).

Lemma 9.1. Let € > 0 and j € {1,...,d}. Then there are B2,v > 0 such that for all
w e G, \H(XN—1,5/|cj|,v), we have

hj(w)

-1 .
(g e | =
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Proof. By Corollary 4.3,

oyt = i) = s (140 (1)) = 55
=0l = Ge i) (140 (7)) (9.1)

as w — oo. Note that the O(-)-terms do not depend on 3. For w € G, \ H(A —

1, B2/|cjl, v), we have

52|w’1/d
2d

%efwsoj( m‘ o ‘C] 7w‘ |w|)\71+1/d(1 +0(1)) >

if |w| is sufficiently large. In particular,

|/ (5w ))|_4d| w|!/¢

if By and |w| are sufficiently large, and hence

hy(w) = q(f (5 (w))) = F(y(w))" (1 +0 < |wyl/d>>

as w — oo in G, \ H(A — 1, B2/|cj|,v). Also, by (9.1) and (9.2),
f(pj(w)) O(|w["/) 1
‘(—Cj/d)ff—w%(w)_m e/ vy ¢ <lw|1/d>‘
2d 1
< 5,00+ (i)

where the O(-)-terms do not depend on 5. Hence, we can achieve that

o)
(es/d)e 5 (w) )1

by taking B2 and v sufficiently large. Also,

(—%ﬂe*%j(w)’my = (—%)d —dwyy <1 +0 <\w|11/d>>

as w — 00, whence the claim follows. ]

(9.2)

<

| ™

We proceed similarly as in Section 8, that is, we show that h; maps certain subsets of
G A\H(A—1, B2/ |cj|,v) into H(A, 1/c*,v). We then apply the results of Section 7 to show
that ¢(F(f)) has positive density in large bounded subsets of G, \ H(A — 1, 52/|c;l, v).

Forne€Z,keNand j € {1,...,d}, let Pf;k be the set of all

k+2 k—1
wEH(A—1,2zﬁ2 >\H< 2@-52”’>

<] <]

satisfying
2n —1 2 1
IR PPN (X5
There are 92 p € [—m,m) and ri i > 0 such that for all w € 772 i We have
lw| = Ti,k:(l +0(1)) and arg(w) = 93& +o0(1)

as [n| — oo. Let tfkk € [2n7/d,2(n + 1)w/d) with

t nk = arg(—c;) — %Gf@k mod —-
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Lemma 9.2. Let 0* € (0,7/(4d)). Then there are fB2,v > 0 such that the fol-
lowing holds. Let j € {1,...d}, k € N and w € H(\ - 1,2k+2,82/‘6j|,V)\H()\ -
1,287185/|ej|,v) such that there exists n € Z with t! , — w/(4d) < Imw < ¢/, — 0*.
Let B € 287185, 2842 89] such that w € T(A — 1, 8/|c;|) and let 6 := tf‘%k —Imw. Then

3(8\" 5(8\"
2 <d> 7.1 €08(2d0) < Rehj(w) < 1 (d ok
and
3 (B d 5 (8 d
yp <d> rivkde <Imh;(w) < 3 <d> ri)kde.
Proof. Let € > 0 be small. By Lemma 9.1,

‘ hij(w)
(e d)te— o

— 1‘ <e€
if B2 and v are sufficiently large. Thus,

AN N
=) () v < gt < o) (90) e tmemu 0

Since w € I'(A — 1, 8/|¢;]), we have

IB d
| 1M dRew — [y dO- D mdRew <H> ‘
Cj

Thus,
nd d d
(1) e v = (2) g = () aa +o0)

as |n| — oo. Inserting the last equation into (9.3) yields

3 ¢ . 5 ‘.
1 (g) Ti,k < |hj(w)] < 1 (g) r;,k (9.4)

if € is sufficiently small and |n| is sufficiently large. Also, by Lemma 9.1,

arg(h;(w)) — arg ((_Cdj)de—dww—m> ‘ < arcsin(e) < gs. (9.5)

We have

N\ d
arg ((_ZD edwwm> = darg(—c¢;) — dImw — margw

= darg(—c;) — alt{mC + db — m@i’k +o(1)
=df +o(1) mod 27

as [n| — oo. By (9.5), this yields

%9 < arghj(w) < 2d6 (9.6)
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if ¢ is sufficiently small compared to 6*. By (9.4), (9.6) and the fact that (2/m)z <
sinz <z for 0 <z < 7/2, we obtain

58\
Reh;(w) < [hj(w)| < 7 (5) Tk

d .
Re hj(w) = |hj(w)| cos(arg hj(w)) > Z (g) 7’ o €os(2d6),
5

Im hj(w) = |hj(w)|sin(arg hj(w)) < 1 (g) Ty, 1, Sin(2d0) g ( ) ikdé,

d d
tia ) = g sinarg () > 3 (5) i (5 ) = o (5) s ©

Let us now define several sets. We start with subsets ﬁk,fflk C G, \H\ -
1a62/|cj|77/)' Let

Ll

1 11
0< by < SRSy arccos 3
Forne€Z, ke Nand j € {1,...,d}, let 7;1]/% be the set of all

k+1 k
wEH(A—l,W,V> \’H</\—1,2B2,V>
c; c;

<] ¢
satisfing
ti’k — 0 <Imw < tzL’k 5

Also, let 7~Zk be the set of all

k+2 k—1
wGH( —1, 2 652 )\H(A—1,2 C‘/BZ,V)

€] el

satisfying
1

——0
k1047 2
Note that 7'3 C 7'J K See Figure 4 for an illustration of 7']  and 7;ij

Moreover7 let Z/ITJL ;. be the rectangle containing all v € C satisfying
d d
11 [/ 2kp, , 5 (2k+13, )
E <d Ti’k<ReU<1 d rgt,k

3 2k52 d 5 2k+152 d
87T<d> ri,kd02<lmv<§ p riykdeg.

— 4d+17r02 <Imw < tf;b

n,k

and

Also, let Z:Iﬂb . be the rectangle containing all v € C satisfying

5 (26, 11/ 2M18,\7
8<d> k<Rev<8< d ) Tfl,k‘

128\ 218\
y (d) rfmkdﬁg <Imv <3 y rikdﬁg.

and

Note that L{Z i C Z;lfl =



38

Mareike Wolff

2k 3,
B r ()\ 2P
lcj |cj]
| | | |
| | | |
| | | |
e m e Mmoo oo _ Lol Imw = tzl i
\ \
7
\ T
1 1
PO ! \
9l \ \
7;1,]4: \\ \\
\ \
\ \
\ \
\ \
\ \ \ \
\ \ \ \
\ \ \ \
\ \ \ \
2k+1 2k—1 )
F()\—l,ﬂg r(r-1,2 %
1 lcj

Figure 4: An illustration of the sets 7;fk and 7;],6

Lemma 9.3. There is ng € N such that for all n € Z with |n] > ng, k € N and
j€{l,...,d}, we have

Ny 1
UT]L,k CH <)\, E, U)
with ¢* = max; |¢;| as defined in (8.9).
Proof. Let v € Z;lﬂb - Note that 7“% x — 00 as [n| — oo uniformly in k. In particular,

1 [2Fk
Imv><52

d
A d > ’r’fl’kd(gg Z v
if |n| is sufficiently large. Also,

2k +18,\ ¢ 24
Imv<3< d52> rkadHQ:

5 (268, . 4
“*od L2 = s J 72d
z 2%d6, 3 ( 4 ) Tk < 3 dfs Rew,
and hence 04
lv| < |Rev| +|Imv| < (1 + 52dd92> Rew
Thus,

1 1
Rev > > Alog |v] — log —
°V 2 T o myids, V| 2 Ales vl —los

if |n| and hence 1/ , and |v| are sufficiently large.
n,k

O
Lemma 9.4. There are B2,v > 0 such that for all j € {1,...,d}, k € N and n € Z with
1t | > v+ 49 7m0y, we have

hi(T2 ) CU . and hy(T2,) DU .

Proof. First suppose that w € 7;] w Then by Lemma 9.2 and the fact that 0y <
1/(2 - 49+ dn) arccos(11/12) < 1/(2d) arccos(11/12), we have

3 (258,\7 11 (2°6,\"
Re hj(w) > 1 <d> 7y, 1, €08(2db2) > TAGrE

n,k’
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Hence, hj(’ﬁljk) C L{gk.
Also, Lemma 9.2 yields the following. If w € T'(A — 1,2¥7185/|c;|) with tflk —
4441 10) < Tmw < ti » — 1/(10 - 497)65, then

5218\ ;5 (26:\7
Rehj(w)<4< y ) riL’k 8<d ) Ti,k'

If w € T(A = 1,25%28, /|cj|) with ¢/, , — 44170y < Tmw < #) | — 1/(10 - 4%7)03, then
using that 6y < 1/(2 - 4% 1dr) arccos(11/12), we get

ok+25 \ 4 11 /2k+18,\ ¢ .
Rehj(w)>i< d62> r;7kcos(2d4d+1ﬂ02)>8( dﬂ2> ke

IN

If we H— 1,228 /|c;l, v) \ HA — 1,287185/|¢j|,v) and Imw = tik — 48170,
then

ok+1 d
Imhj(w)>3< d52> r) ..

Ifw e HA-1,25285/|e;|, v) \ H(A = 1,251 85 /|c;|, v) and Imw = ti7k—1/(10'4dﬂ')02,

then )
1 [2F ,
Im hj(w) < <52> 7'7]I kd@g.

47 \ d

Thus, hj(f)’f;ljvk) ﬂZ;{ka = (). Since 7;31@ C 7~;Jk and hj(’ﬁfk) C Uik - Z/N{flk, we obtain
that h;(77,) DU . O

Next, we show that the density of ¢(F;) in 72] ;. is bounded below by a positive
constant.

Lemma 9.5. There are 6 > 0 and n1 € N such that for all j € {1,...,d}, k € N and
n € Z with |n| > ny, we have

dens(q(F;), oK

n,

k) = 0.

Proof. We only sketch the proof, since it is similar to the one of Lemma 8.5. By Lemma
9.3,

~ 1
UT]L,k CH ()\, C*,U> .
By Lemma 9.4, h](’ﬁfk) D Z:lflk and h](’ﬁfk) C Z/lik Let V C 7~;ij be the component

of hj_l(Z;{flk) containing 7;1]k As in the proof of Lemma 8.5, we get that f(y;(V)) C S
for some [ € {1, ...,d}, and that

dens(q(]—'j),’f;ik) > cdens(q(ﬂ),urzvk) -dens(’]?lj’k,i;ik)
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for some ¢ > 0 independent of n, k and j. If |n| and hence rfl i is sufficiently large, then
by Lemma 7.14, '
dens(q(F), Ul ) > mo.

Also, the density of ’7;] p i 723 i is bounded below independent of n,k and j, whence
the claim follows. O

The final result of this section says that the density of ¢(F;) in large rectangles in
G, \ H(A =1, B2/|cj|,v) is bounded below.

Lemma 9.6. There are 52, v, Da,n2 > 0 such that for all j € {1,...,d} and any rectan-
gle R C G, \ H(A — 1, B2/]|cj|, v) with sides parallel to the real and imaginary axis and
side lengths at least Doy, we have

dens(q(F). R) = mo.

Proof. This is proved the same way as Lemma 8.6, using Lemma 9.5. O

10 The set ¢(F(f)): conclusions

In this section, we combine the results of Sections 7-9 to show that ¢(F;) has positive
density in large bounded subsets of C.

Lemma 10.1. There are D,n3 > 0 such that for all j € {1,...,d} and any square
R C C with sides parallel to the real and imaginary azis and side lengths at least D,
we have

dens(q(F;),R) > ns3.

E1=H ()\,Bl,l/) \H </\717V>
[ 91

& =H (A—LB?,V) \H (A— 1,0‘1,y> .
¢ ¢

Also, let 71 and 72 be the left boundary curves of £&; and &, respectively, parametrised
by y = Im z. Justified by Lemma 5.2, we suppose that v is so large that

Proof. Let

and

1
vz (y)] < m for |y| > v and k € {1,2}. (10.1)

Using the notation of Lemmas 7.14, 8.6 and 9.6, suppose that

D >2v+ 5maX{D0, Dy, DQ} (10.2)
and
D > 20max {log 51, log 52} . (10.3)
1
For § C C, let
diam,(S) := sup{|Re(z —w)| : z,w € S}
and
diamy(S) := sup{|Im(z — w)| : z,w € S}.
Define

Ri:=RN{z:Imz>v}, R_:=RN{z:Imz< —v},
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and let
R, = R4 if diamy(R4) > diam,(R-)
R_  otherwise.
By (10.2), diamy(R1) > max{Dyg, D1, Da}.

We now divide R; into 5 rectangles, Ri 1, ..., R15, with diamy (R ;) = diam,(R1)
and diam, (R ;) = £ diam,(Ry) for all k € {1,...,5} (see Figure 5).

Figure 5: The rectangle Rq, bounded by the solid line, is divided into five smaller
rectangles by the dashed lines.

By (10.2), diam,(R1 ) > max{Dy, D1, D2}. By (10.1), Lemma 5.2, (10.3) and the
fact that R is a square of side length at least D, we have

1
diam, (& NR) < 0 diamy(R) 4+ 2 max {log B, log iQ}
1
< L diamy (R) + =D < ~ diam,(R)
10 lamy, 0- S5 1ally

for I € {1,2}. Thus, & and & each intersect at most two of the rectangles R4 ;. Hence,
there exists [ € {1,...,5} such that R;; does not intersect £ U &. This implies that
R1, satisfies the hypothesis of one of Lemmas 7.14, 8.6 and 9.6. Hence,

dens(q(F;), R1,) = min{no, 1, n2}
and

denS(Q(fj)v R) > dens(Q(‘Fj)? Rl,l) : denS(Rl,h R)

. 1 diam, (R)(diamy (R) — 2v)
> min{ng, 71,12} - 10 (diam 7%)2

. 1 2v
Zmln{no,m,nz}-ﬁ <1_D> . O

The following corollary is an immediate consequence of Lemma 10.1.

Corollary 10.2. There are r9,n > 0 such that for all z € C, all v > r¢ and all
j€{l,...,d}, we have
dens(q(F;), D(z,7)) > 1.

Remark 10.3. Corollary 10.2 says that C\ ¢(F;) is thin at oco.

11 Proof of Theorem 1.1

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We will verify the assumptions of Theorem 1.3. By Lemma 6.2,
the set P(f) N J(f) is finite, so it remains to prove that there exists Ry > 0 such that

J(f) is uniformly thin at (P(f)NC)\ D(0, Ry) and that J(f) is thin at co. Let 11 > 0
such that



42 Mareike Wolff

(a) |¢'(2)] > (d/2)|z|*! for all z € C with |z| > ry;

(b) each zg € P(f) with |z9| > 71 is a zero of g and hence a superattracting fixed point
of f. Justified by Corollary 6.6, we also assume that there is j € {1,...,d} with
zp € Sj, and dist(z9,0S;) > 3. Moreover, suppose that the conclusion of Lemma
7.5 holds for |zg| > 7.

Let rg be the constant from Corollary 10.2. First, we will show that there exists 4 > 0
such that for all j € {1,...,d}, all z € S; with |z| > ry and all » > 8ry/(d|z|¢"!) with
D(z,2r) C S;, we have

dens(F(f),D(z,1)) > na. (11.1)

Recall that g is injective in S;. By Koebe’s theorems,

D (41, {1/l ) < alDGeir) € Dlate) Al ()

By (a) and the assumption on r, we have (1/4)|¢'(z)|r > ro. Hence, by Corollary 10.2,

dens (q@-w <q<z>, fqu%z)\r)) >0
Thus,
dens(4(%;), ¢(D(z. 7))
> dens (2 (4(:), 1)1 ) (D) ) -dens (50,2 (ato), 31 1 )
> dens (2 (4(2), 10/ ) Dla) 4 ) ) - =
By the Koebe distortion theorem,

1

minCGD(z,r) |q/ (C)
389256

MaXeeD(z,r) ‘QI(C)

2
dens(F(). D(eur)) 2 ( ) denstat). (D) 2
This implies (11.1) with ny = /(3% - 256).
Let us now prove that there exists Ry > 0 such that J(f) is uniformly thin at

(P(f)NC)\ D(0,Ry). Let §; € (0,1), zo € P(f) with |z0| > 1 + 1 and z € D(z0,d1).
By (b), D(2,261) C S;. Also, |z| > r1. If |z — 20| > 8ro/(d|2|%"1), then by (11.1),

dens(F(f), Dz |z — zo)) = m.

Now suppose that
(11.2)

By Lemma 7.5, we have D(z0, 1/(3d|20|?1)) C F(f). Hence,

dens(F(f), D(z, | — 2|)) > dens (D (zo, 3d|zz|dl> Dz |z — ZO\)> .

The expression on the right hand side is bounded below independent of zp and |z|,
provided (11.2) is satisfied. So J(f) is uniformly thin at (P(f) N C) \ D(0,7 + 1).

It remains to prove that J(f) is thin at co. Let R be as in Section 3 and let ro >
max{2R"/? r}. If ry is sufficiently large, then Lemma 3.2 yields that U;-lzl 0S;\D(0,rz)
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is contained in d pairwise disjoint halfstrips, 71, ..., Tg, of width 1. We can assume that
19 is so large that dist(7g, 7;) > 1 for k # [. Then for |z| > ro+3, the set D(z, 3)\U;-l:1 T;
contains a disk, D, of radius 1/2. There is j € {1,...,d} with D C S;. Let D’ be the
disk with the same center as D and radius 1/4. If ry is sufficiently large, then by (11.1),
we have dens(F(f),D’) > n4, and hence

dens(F(f),D(z,3)) > dens(F(f),D’) - dens(D’, D(z, 3)) > %‘

We now consider the case that |z| < ry + 3. Let (1, ...,(, € D(0,7r2 4+ 3) such that

n

D(0,72+3) C | D(& D).
k=1
Then

N5 1= 1I§I}clgn dens(F(f),D(Ck, 1)) > 0.

For z € D(0,72 + 3), let k € {1,...,n} such that z € D((x,1). Then D({x,1) C D(z,3)
and

dens(F(), D(=3) > & dens(F(£), D(G 1) > g

Thus, J(f) is thin at co. Hence, Theorem 1.3 yields that J(f) has Lebesgue measure
zZero. O
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