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DYNAMICS OF NEWTON MAPS

XIAOGUANG WANG, YONGCHENG YIN, AND JINSONG ZENG

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study the dynamics of Newton maps for
arbitrary polynomials. Let p be an arbitrary polynomial with at least
three distinct roots, and f be its Newton map. It is shown that the
boundary 9B of any immediate root basin B of f is locally connected.
Moreover, OB is a Jordan curve if and only if deg(f|s) = 2. This implies
that the boundaries of all components of root basins, for all polynomials’
Newton maps, from the viewpoint of topology, are tame.

1. INTRODUCTION

Newton’s method, also known as the Newton-Raphson method named af-
ter Isaac Newton (1642-1727) and Joseph Raphson (1648-1715), is probably
the oldest and most famous iterative process to be found in mathematics.
The method was first proposed to find successively better approximations
to the roots (or zeros) of a real-valued function p(z). Picking an initial point
zp near a root of p, Newton’s method produces an n-th approximation of
the root via the formula 2,41 = f,(2y), where

p(2)
folz) =2 P'(2)
is called the Newton map of p. Replacing z, by z,+1 generates a sequence
of approximations {z,} which may or may not converge to a root of p.

A brief history of Newton’s method, following [A], is as follows. Versions
of Newton’s method had been in existence for centuries previous to Newton
and Raphson. Anticipations of Newton’s method are found in an ancient
Babylonian iterative method of approximating the square root of a,

1 a
Zn4+1 = 7<2n + 7)7
2 Zn
which is equivalent to Newton’s method for the function f(z) = 22 —a. The
modern formulation of the method is also attributed to Thomas Simpson
(1710-1761) and Joseph Fourier (1768-1830).

By the mid-1800’s, several mathematicians had already examined the con-
vergence of Newton’s method towards the real roots of an equation p(z) = 0,
but the investigations of Ernst Schroder (1841-1902) and Arthur Cayley
(1821-1895) are distinguished from their predecessors in their consideration
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of the convergence of Newton’s method to the complex roots of p(z) = 0.
Schroder and Cayley each studied the convergence of Newton’s method for
the quadratic polynomials, and both showed that on either side of the per-
pendicular bisector of the roots, Newton’s method converges to the root on
that particular side. However, in 1879, Cayley [C] first noticed the diffi-
culties in generalizing Newton’s method to cubic polynomials, or general
polynomials with at least three distinct roots. In [C], Cayley wrote

“The solution is easy and elegant in the case of a quadric equation, but
(Newton’s method for) the next succeeding case of the cubic equation appears
to present considerable difficulty.”

The study of Newton’s method led to the theory of iterations of holomor-
phic functions, as initiated by Pierre Fatou and Gaston Julia around 1920s.
Since then, the study of Newton maps became one of the major themes
with general interest, both in discrete dynamical system (pure mathemat-
ics), and in root-finding algorithm (applied mathematics), see for example
[AR] BEJK1 BEJK2, Bal, Bel HSS, [Prl Ro07, Ro08, RWY] [Shl Tax]....

Let p be a polynomial with at least two distinct rootsﬂ and let ¢ € C be
a root of p. For its Newton map f,, the attracting basin or root basin of ¢,

denoted by B((), consists of points z on the Riemann sphere C whose orbit
{fp(2);n € N} (here g" means the n-th iterate of g) converges to (:

B()={z¢€ @;fg(z) — Casn— +oo}.

It is well known that B(() is an open set of C. In the case that p has two
distinct (possibly multiple) roots, by quasi-conformal surgery, one can show
that B(() is a quasi-disk and the Julia set J(f,) is a quasi-circle. So this
case is easy.

We say that a polynomial p is non-trivial (in the sense of Cayley) if p has
at least three distinct roots. A non-trivial polynomial takes the form

p(z) =a(z —a)™ - (z — aqg)™
where a € C — {0}, d > 3, and ay,--- ,a4 € C are distinct roots of p, with
multiplicities ny,--- ,ng > 1, respectively. This is the general case, and the

attracting basin B(() consists of countably many connected components.
The one containing ( is called the immediate attracting basin or immediate
root basin, and is denoted by B°(¢). Przytycki [Pr] showed that B°(¢) is a
topological disk when p is a non-trivial cubic polynomial. By means of quasi-
conformal surgery, Shishikura [Sh] proved that the Julia set of the Newton
map for any non-trivial polynomial is connected. This result is further
generalized to Newton’s method for entire functions by Baranski, Fagella,
Jarque and Karpinska [BEJKI|[BFJK2]. This implies, in particular, each
component of B(() is a topological disk.

Although B = B°(¢) has a simple topology, its boundary B exhibits
rich topological structures. The reason is that the Newton map f;, can have

Lthe discussion is trivial when p has only one (possibly multiple) root
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unpredictable dynamics and complicated bifurcations on 0B. Therefore for
Newton maps, understanding the topology of 0B makes a fundamental and
challenging problem from the view point of dynamical system.

Little progress has been made towards the problem, until the ground-
breaking work of Roesch. In [Ro08], Roesch proved, building on previous
works of Head [He] and Tan Lei [Tanl, that 0B is always a Jordan curve,
when p is a non-trivial cubic polynomial and deg( f,|g) = 2. The proof is the
first successful application of the Brannar-Hubbard-Yoccoz puzzle theory
to rational maps. The puzzle theory has also been developed by Roesch,
Wang, Yin [RWY] to study the local connectivity and rigidity phenomenon
in parameter space.

The main result of the paper, is to give a complete characterization of 0B
for all polynomials’ Newton maps:

Theorem 1.1. Let f, be the Newton map for any non-trivial polynomial p.
Then the boundary OB of any immediate root basin B is locally connected.
Moreover, OB is a Jordan curve if and only if deg(fp|B) = 2.

The theorem implies that the boundary of each component of the root
basins is locally connected. Therefore, the boundaries of all components of
root basins, for all polynomials’ Newton maps, from the viewpoint of topol-
ogy, are tame. Our argument also has a byproduct: the Julia set of a non-
renormalizable Newton map is always locally connected, which generalizes
Yoccoz’s famous theorem to Newton maps.

Our work extends Roesch’s Theorem [Ro08, Theorem 6] for cubic Newton
maps to Newton maps of arbitrary polynomials. It is distinguished from
Roesch’s work [Ro08] in two folds. Firstly, the invariant graph is different
from those in [Ro0§]. In our work, we construct only one graph adapted to
the puzzle theory: the one generated by the channel graph, while in [Ro08§],
countably many candidate graphs are provided, and each of them involves
very technical construction. Secondly, each cubic Newton map has only one
free critical point, so the puzzle theory in [Ro08] is same as the quadratic
case; however, the Newton maps for higher degree non-trivial polynomials
can have more free critical points, and the quadratic puzzle theory does
not work here. To deal with this general case, we take advantage of recent
developments [KL1J, [KL2, [KSS] in multi-critical polynomial dynamics.

Organization of the paper. The paper is organized as follows:

In Section [2| we present some basic facts for Newton maps.

In Section we develop a method to count the number of poles (counting
a suitable multiplicity) for Newton maps in certain domains arising from
dynamics. This allows us to construct an invariant graph for Newton maps
by an inductive procedure (in Section .

In Section [ we will construct an invariant graph for Newton maps. This
graph is used to develop the puzzle theory.
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FIGURE 1. The image of the Julia set J(f) under the action
of the Mobius map h(z) = -5, where f is the Newton map
for the polynomial p(z) = (22 — 1)(z — a)(z — b) with a =
—1.142 — 2.04774 and b = 0.1667 — 3.15485 1.

In Section[f] we introduce the Branner-Hubbard-Yoccoz puzzle theory and
sketch the idea of the proof, whose details are carried out in the forthcoming
sections. The strategy is deeply inspired by the work of Roesch-Yin [RY].

To prove the local connectivity of 9B, for each z € 9B, we define its end
e(z) as the intersection of infinitely many nested puzzle pieces containing z.
The main point is to show that e(z) "B = {z}. For this purpose, we need
treat two cases: the wandering case and renormalizable case.

In Section [0, we will show that each wandering end is a singleton. This
is based on the dichotomy: a wandering end e either satisfies the bounded
degree property, or its combinatorial limit set w(e) contains a persistently
recurrent critical end. The treatments for these two cases are different: the
former needs to control the number of critical points in long orbits of puzzle
pieces, while the latter makes essential use of recent developments in multi-
critical polynomial dynamics, especially the principle nest construction and
its properties [KL1J, [KL2, [KSS].

In Section [7, we handle the renormalizable case. We will show that if
e(z) is periodic and non-trivial, then e(z) N 9B = {z}. The main idea is
to construct an invariant curve which separates the end e(z) from B. The
construction is natural and less technical (compare [Ro08]). The idea is new
and can be applied to study other rational maps.

In Section [8] we complete the proof of the main theorem.

Notations Throughout the paper, we will use the following notations:

° (E, C, D are the Riemann sphere, the complex plane, the unit disk,
respectively. The boundary of D is denoted by S.



DYNAMICS OF NEWTON MAPS 5

e Let A be aset in C. The closure and the boundary of A are denoted
by A, OA, respectively. We denote by Comp(A) the collection of all
connected components of A. The cardinality of A is #A.

e Two sets in C satisfying A € B means that A is contained in the
interior of B.

e The Julia set and Fatou set of a rational map f are denoted by J(f)
and F(f), respectively.

Acknowledgement The research is supported by NSFC.

2. PRELIMINARIES

This section collects some basic facts and introduces some notations for
Newton maps.
Let p be a complex polynomial, factored as

p(2) = a(z —a))™ - (z — ag)™

where a # 0 and a1, -+ ,aq € C are distinct roots of p, with multiplicities
ni,--- ,ng > 1, respectively. In our discussion, we may assume d > 2.
Its Newton map f, fixes each root a; with multiplier

p(2)p"(2)

p'(2)?
Therefore, each root aj of p corresponds to an attracting fixed point of f,
with multiplier 1 — 1/ng. It follows from the equation

_ong—1

fplax) =

Z=ay ng

that the degree of f,, equals d, the number of distinct roots of p. One may
also verifies that oo is a repelling fixed point of f, with multiplier

Ao — Zi:l "k _ deg(p)
oot mp -1 deg(p) -1

From above discussion, we see that a degree-d Newton map has d + 1
distinct fixed points with specific multipliers. On the other hand, a well-
known theorem of Head states that the fixed points together with the specific
multipliers can determine a unique Newton map:

Theorem 2.1 (Head [He|). A rational map f of degree d > 2 is the Newton
map of a polynomial p if and only if f has d + 1 distinct fized points

ay,az,- -, 04,00,
such that for each fixed point ay, the multiplier takes the form
flag) =1—1/ng withng € N, 1 <k <d.

In this case, the polynomial p has the form a(z —a1)™ --- (2 —aq)"™, a # 0.
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Now, for the Newton map f = f, of p, let B(ay) be the root basin of ay,
and By be the immediate root basin of ax. Recall that

Blag) = {z € C; f*(2) = aj, as n — +o0}.
The attracting basin for all roots is
Bf = B(al) y---u B(ad).

We say that f is post-critically finite in By, if there are only finitely many
post-critical points in By, or equivalently, each critical point in By will
eventually be iterated to one of a;’s.

According to Shishikura [Sh], the Julia set of a Newton map f is always
connected, or equivalently, all Fatou components of f are simply connected
(see Figure . By means of quasi-conformal surgery, one can show that f is
quasi-conformally conjugate, in a neighborhood of of C-B t, to a Newton
map g which is post-critically finite in its root basin B,. Since the topology
of the Julia set J(f) does not change under this conjugacy, throughout the
paper, we pose the following

Assumption 2.2. The Newton map f is post-critically finite in By.

Under Assumption if the degree d of f is two, then f is affinely
conjugate to z2. In this case, the collection Comp(By) of all components of
By consists of only two elements. In other situations, Comp(By) consists of
infinitely many elements.

A virtue of Assumption is that one can give a natural dynamical
parameterization of root basins (see [Mi06]):

Lemma 2.3. Assume f is post-critically finite in By, then there exist, so-
called Béttcher maps, {®p}Becomp(B;): such that for each B € Comp(By),

(1) ®p: B — D is a conformal map;
(2) @ypyofo 5l (2) = 2%8,Vz € D, where dg = deg(f|).

In general, for each B € Comp(By), the Bottcher map ®p is not unique.
There are dg — 1 choices of @ when f(B) = B, and dp choices of ®5 when
f(B) # B and @) is determined. Once we fix a choice of Bottcher maps
{®p} BeComp(By), We may define the internal rays, as follows

For each B € Comp(By), the point ®5'(0) is called the center of B, and
the Jordan arc

Rp(0) := @Bl({re%ie 0<r<1})
is called the internal ray of angle 8 in B. According to a well-known landing
theorem [Mi06, Theorem 18.10], when @ is rational, the internal ray Rp(0)
always lands (i.e. the limit lim,_,;— ®3'(re?™?) exists). A number r € (0,1)
and two rational angles 01, 02 induce a sector:

Sp(61,00;r) == G ({te*™ . r <t < 1,01 < 0 < 6a}),

here 01 < 6 < 05 means that the angles 61, 6, 05 sit in the circle in the counter
clock-wise order.
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3. COUNTING NUMBER OF POLES

In this section, we develop a method to count the number of poles (count-
ing suitable multiplicity) for Newton maps f in certain domains (which arise
from dynamics). We will show that in the domains we consider, the number
of poles is strictly less than the number of Jordan curves which bound the
domain. This fact allows us to construct an invariant graph for Newton
maps by an inductive procedure (see next section).

3.1. Counting number of fixed points. By a graph we mean a connected
and compact subset of @, written as the disjoint union of finitely many points
(called wvertices) and finitely many open Jordan arcs (called edges), any two
of which touch only at vertices. A graph can contain a loop.

Let G be a graph. For any z € G, let v(G, z) be the number of components
of G\ {z}. We call z a cut point of G if v(G,z2) > 2 (<= G\ {z} is
disconnected), a non-cut point of G if v(G, z) = 1 (<= G\{z} is connected).
Observe that all components in (E\G are Jordan disks if and only if all z € G
are non-cut points.

In our discussion, by a Jordan domain or Jordan disk, we means an open
subset of C whose boundary is a Jordan curve. A pre-Jordan domain W
means a connected component of g~ (D), where D is a Jordan disk and g is a
rational map. Here the boundary 0D may or may not contain critical values
of g. If 9D contains no critical value of g, then each boundary component
of W is a Jordan curve; if 0D contains at least one critical value of g, then
each component of W can be written as a union of finitely many Jordan
curves, touching at critical points. In either case, for any component 7 of
OW, the map g| : v — 0D has a well-defined degree, denoted by deg(g|-).

One may observe that for any pre-Jordan domain W, any component V
of h~Y(W) is again a pre-Jordan domain, here h is a rational map. To see
this, note that W is a component of g~ (D) (D is a Jordan disk), and V is
a component of (g o h)~!(D), where g o h is a rational map.

Let U be a pre-Jordan domain, and D be a Jordan disk in @ such that
U C D. The filled closure of U with respect to D, denoted by Up, is

(/j p=UU va,
where V ranges over all components of C \ U with V C D. See Figure
It’s easy to verify the following facts:
o UC ﬁD C D. N
e The filled closure Up is always a Jordan dis
e Up = U if and only if U is a Jordan disk.

2To see this, if Up is not a Jordan disk, then dUp is not a Jordan curve, and can be
written as a union of finitely many Jordan curves, say ai,--- ,ar with k£ > 2, such that
the intersection of any two curves is a finite set. These curves enclose mutually disjoint

Jordan disks, D1,---, Dy, in C — U. Note that &D C D; for some j, however this will
contradict the definition of Up.
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FIGURE 2. An example of pre-Jordan domain U (left), and

its filled closure Up with respect to D (right). Clearly Up is
a Jordan disk bounded by a blue curve.

The following fixed point theorem appears in [RS| Theorem 4.8].

Lemma 3.1. Let D C C be a Jordan disk, and g be a rational map of
degree at least two. Suppose that g~'(D) has a component U C D. If
OD NOU contains a fixed point q, we further require that q is repelling and
g(NyNOU) 2 NyNOU in a neighborhood Ny of q. Then

#Fix(glz) = deg(glav)-

Here the number of fixed points is counted with multiplicity. Recall that
the multiplicity of a fixed point zg € C is defined to be the unique integer
m > 1 such that, near zy,

9(z) —z=am(z — 20)™ + am41(z — zo)m+1 4

with a,, # 0. The number m is independent of the choice of coordinates.
As a consequence of Lemma, one has

Corollary 3.2. Let D be a Jordan disk in @, and g be a rational map
of degree at least two. Suppose that g~'(D) has a component U C D. If
0D NOU contains a fixed point q, we further require that q is repelling and
g(NgnOU) 2 NyNOU in a neighborhood Ny of q. Then

#Fix(glg,) = Y deg(glav),
1%

where V' runs over all components of g~ (D) such that V C ﬁD.
In particular, if Up contains only one fized point (counting multiplicity),
then U is a Jordan disk (< U = Up), and g : U — D is a homeomorphism.
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Proof. Let Vi = U, Va,---,V, (resp. V{,---, V) be all the components of
g (D) (resp. g~}(C\ D)) in the filled closure Up. Then by definition,

Up=ViU---UV, UV} -~ UV,

These V}’s are clearly disjoint from fixed points. For distinct Vi,Vj, the
intersection V; N Vj is a finite set because it is contained in the critical set
of g. Further, if V;NV; contains a fixed point, say g, of g, then ¢ is a critical
point, hence a superattracting fixed point. Moreover, we have ¢ € 0V;N9OD,
and this implies that ¢ is also on U N dD. However, this contradicts our
assumption. Therefore, there is no fixed point on 9V; N 9V;.

It follows from Lemma [3.1] that

#Fix(glp, ) = Y #Fix(gly,) = Y deg(glav,)-
1<k<n 1<k<n
This equality implies that, if #Fix(g|ﬁD) =1, then U is the unique com-
ponent of g~1(D) in D and deg(g|y) = 1, proving the statement. O

Remark 3.3 (What is multiplicity?). In Corollary[3.4 the sum

Z deg(glovz.)

1<k<n

is the cardinality #(g~(q) N (7[)), for (any) q € 0D, counting multiplicity.
The multiplicity m(p, U'D) ofpegt(g)n Up is an integer between 1 and
the local degree deg(g,p). A natural definition is as follows (see Figure[3):
Let F(p, ﬁp) consist of those V€ {V1,--- ,V,,} so that p € OV . For each
V e F(p, ﬁp), let T(p,0V) > 1 be the number of meeting times when one
moves along the boundary OV once. The multiplicity m(p, ﬁD) 1s defined by

m(p,Up)= Y. T(p,dV).
VeF(p.Up)

Let o(p) be the component of g~1 (D) N Up containing p. One may show

m(p,Up) = v(a(p), p).

Hence, we have the identity

> vap)p)= Y. mpUp)= > deg(gloy,)-

peg—H(q)NUp peg—1(q)NUp 1<k<n

3.2. The inverse image of a Jordan curve. Let v be a Jordan curve
in C. Its complement C - ~ has two components, one is called the interior
part of 7, denoted by Int(7y), while the other is called the exterior part of +,
denoted by Ext(y). The designation of interior or exterior part is arbitrary
at this moment.
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71

FiGUrE 3. In this example, there are three components of
g (D) contained in D. They are U,V and O. Their bound-
aries touch at p. The filled closure ﬁD contains U, V. Clearly,
OU = 1 U7, OV = ~3. Moreover, OU meets p twice and 0V
meets p once, hence m(p, UD) =2+ 1= 3. Note also a(p) =

71 U2 Uxs and v(a(p),p) = 3 = m(p,Up) < deg(g,p) = 4.

Let g be a rational map. Suppose there is a component U of g~ !(Ext(y))
contained in Ext(7). Let U be the filled closure of U with respect to Ext(7y).
The inverse image v~ of v with respect to g, is the Jordan curve

At =0U.

One may verify that g(y~!) = v and 4! is contained in (possibly equal to)

a connected component, say «, of g~'(v). Morecover, the degrees of g|,-1
and g|, are well-defined, and satisfy

deg(gl,-1) < deg(gla) < deg(g).

The equality deg(g|,-1) = deg(g|a) holds if and only if v~ = a. Applying
the same operation to the new curve v, one get v=2 = (y~!)~1. Precisely,
let V be a component g~ '(Ext(y™!)) contained in Ext(y~1), and V the
filled closure of V with respect to Ext(y™!), we set y~2 = (y~1)~1 = V.
Similarly, for any integer n > 1, the curve v~ can be defined inductively:
—n+1)—1

1

7" =(v
with the property Ext(y™") C Ext(y ") C ... C Ext(y™1).

We remark that the only ambiguity in the definition of v7* occurs when
we are choosing the component U of g~!(Ext(y)). There might be several
components of g~ (Ext(v)) contained in Ext(v), and U is not unique. Even
though, the readers needn’t worry about that, because in the following dis-
cussion, we actually choose some specific component U of g~ (Ext(v)), and
there will be no ambiguity then.

)

1
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3.3. Counting number of poles. We say that the Jordan curves vy, , v,
with n > 2 in C are independent, if

e 7; N~ is a finite set (possibly empty), for i # j.

e For any k, there is a component Int(y;) of C \ 7k, designated as the

interior part of g, such that the Jordan disks Int(vy1),--- ,Int(vy)
are mutually disjoint (see Figure 4).

"

B8 S

FIGURE 4. An example of independent Jordan curves
Y1, 575 (left), here A(vyq,- -+ ,7v5) = W1 UWs, and Wi can
be written as A(vs,n), where 75,7 are independent (right).

Note that when we are saying that the curves 71, - - - , 7, are independent,
their interiors Int(yy)’s are determined. The other component of C \ i is
the exterior part of ~yi, denoted by Ext(~y). Let

Ay ) = [ BExt(w)=C— |J Tnt(y).

1<k<n 1<k<n
Clearly A(v1,- - ,7n) is an open set and has finitely many connected com-
ponents. It is worth observing that for any component W of A(v1, -+ , ),
which is not a Jordan disk, there are independent Jordan curves n1,--- , nm

for some m > 2 such that W = A(n1, -+ ,mm), see Figure

Proposition 3.4. Let g be a rational map with oo a repelling fized point.
Let v1,- -+ ,vn be independent Jordan curves in C satisfying that
(a). viN~y; = {oo} for any i # j;
(b). All fized points of g in C are contained in Int(y;) U--- U Int(y,);
(¢). In a neighborhood N(o0) of 0o, one has

N(oo)Nye € g(N(o0) Nyg), V 1<k <my

(d). The unbounded component of g~' () is contained in Ext(yy).
Then the unbounded component Uy of g~ (Ext(yy)) satisfies

Uk € Ext(yx)-
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Further, let ﬁk be the filled closure of Uy with respect to Ext(v) and let
’yk_lzaUk. Then - ~

1. 'yfl, o, y2 Y are independent Jordan curves with Ext(’ykfl) = Ug;

2. In each Uy, the number of poles (counting multiplicity, see Remark

equals that of fized points;
3. g Y (Ext(v)) is disjoint from Ext(vg) \ Ext(y;,1);

4. The unbounded component of g~ (A(y1,-++ ,¥n)) is contained in

A(7;17 e 377?1)'

FIGURE 5. Inverse images of independent curves.

Proof. Let oy, be the unbounded component of g~ (). The set ay, is a union
of finitely many Jordan curves, touching at finitely many points. Clearly,
C \ oy, has finitely many components, and each component of g~!(Ext(vz))
(resp. ¢~ '(Int(yz))) is contained in one of them. Write

Comp(C \ ag) = {Choor Chts*+ Chts Chooer Chts++  Chr
where the notations are labeled so that
® C} oo, Ck s are the only two unbounded components;
e Each C € {C 00, Ck1, O} (vesp. {C o, Chqs - ,C,’€7l,}) con-
tains a component V of g~ (Ext(vx)) (resp. g~ *(Int(q%))) such that
oC C oV.

The unbounded component Uy, of g~ (Ext(y)) is contained in C o0. By
condition (d), either Cj oo € Ext(qy) or Int(y;) C Cj oo The latter cannot
happen, because locally near oo, g behaves like N(00) Ny C g(N(00) Nk),
and globally, g is orientation preserving. Thus Uy C Cj o0 € Ext(7z).

We will prove the properties (1)-(4), based on the following

Claim : CpaU---UCy; C ﬁk.
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In fact, if the claim is not true, we have Cj; C C \ Uk for some i. By
condition (d), the filled closure 6;“ of C}; with respect to C \ (/jk is disjoint
from Int(vg), and Int(yx) C Oy, . Let D = Ext(vy) and U be a component
of g71(Ext(y)) contained in C;. Clearly U C D. Applying Corollary
to the pair (D,U), we have that 6,“ contains at least one fixed point of g.
This contradicts condition (b), completing the proof of the claim.

1. The following observation

%Ny CgT () Ng T () ST (N ) = g7 (o0), i A

implies that ~; 'n fyj_l is a finite set, as it consists of finitely many poles.

Note that v; C Ext(v;) for i # k, the unbounded component o; of g~ (7;)
is contained in the unbounded component of g~ (Ext(vx)). Therefore, ~; lc
o; C Uy, and there are mutually disjoint interior parts Int (v, 1ys of the
curves 7, L5, This verifies that the curves Vi b are independent.

2. It is an immediate consequence of Corollary

3. It follows from the claim above.

4. Since

mgTH(Wz) for 1 <i<n,

the unbounded component of g~ (A(~1,- - ,7,)), denoted by E, is contained

~

in that of g~!(Ext(v;)), and therefore E C U; by the claim above. Thus
Egﬁlmmﬁn:A(vl_l)vaEl) O

Proposition 3.5. Let g be a rational map with oo a repelling fized point.
Let v1,- -+ ,vn be independent Jordan curves in C such that
1.oco€ey N - Nyp;s
2. All fized points of g in C are contained in Int(y1) U--- U Int(vy,);
3. In each Ext(yg) \ {00}, the number of poles equals that of fized points.
Then the number of poles in A(y1,--- ,vn) is n — 1, strictly less than n.

Here, the number of poles is counted with multiplicity (see Remark [3.3)).

Proof. Let aj (resp. bg) be the number of poles (resp. fixed points) in
Ext(yx) \ {oo}. Let @y (resp. by,) be the number of poles (resp. fixed points)
in Int(y;) = C- Ext(y%). Let a be the number of poles in H \ {oo}, where
H = A(y1,- -+ ,7n). All these numbers are counted with multiplicities.

The independent curves 71, - - - , v, decompose C into several parts. These
parts satisfy the following relations:

o Exi() \ {00} = (T \ {o0}) U Uil ()
o C=(H\ {o0o}) UUi<icpInt(m),
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By counting the number of poles, we have the following identity,

Z ar = Z (a+25i):an+(nfl) Z a;

1<k<n 1<k<n i#k 1<i<n

= a+(n—1)(a+ Z 'di):a—i—(n—l)(d—l),

1<i<n

where d is the degree of g. Note that H \ {oo} is disjoint from the fixed
points of g. By counting the number of fixed points in C, we have

Son=Y (0—}—252-):(71—1) S b= (n-1)d

1<k<n 1<k<n i#k 1<i<n

By assumption, one has ap = by for all k, implying that > ar = >_ by.
Therefore we have a = n — 1. The proof is completed. O

4. INVARIANT GRAPH

Let f be a Newton map of degree d > 3, post-critically finite on By. The
aim of this section is to prove the existence of invariant graph for f. Here,
a graph G is said invariant for f if it satisfies

f(@) € G, and f~1(@) is connected.

In fact, the existence of invariant graph is first proven by Drach, Mikulich,
Riickert and Schleicher [MRS,[DMRS]. Our work is distinguished from theirs
in two aspects. First, our idea of proof is essentially different from theirs:
our proof is constructive while the proof in [DMRS] is more conceptual (they
use a proof by contradiction). Secondly, our graph is different from theirs:
our graph has very good properties (each point in the graph except some
strictly pre-periodic Fatou centers are non-cut points) and is well adapted
to construct puzzles, while the one in [DMRS] is abstract and does not have
such properties. That is the reason why we develop a different proof and
construct a different graph.

4.1. Channel graph. For any immediate root basin B of f, there are ex-
actly dp — 1 fixed internal rays in B:

RB(j/(dB — 1)),0 S j S dB — 2, where dB = deg(f]B).

Each of these fixed internal rays must land at a fixed point on dB. Since oo
is the unique fixed point of f on its Julia set, all fixed internal rays land at
the common point co.

The channel graph of f, denoted by Ag, is defined by

dg—1
Ao=|]J | Rs(j/(ds - 1)),
B j=1
where B ranges over all immediate root basins in {By,---,Bg}. Clearly

f(Ap) = Ag. Figure [] illustrates all possible channel graphs when d = 4.
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Some graphs which look like channel graphs but in fact are fake ones are
given in Figure

T &<

FI1GURE 6. All possible channel graphs when d = 4. The red
dot is oo and the black dots are the centers of immediate root
basins.

RS IUAN

FiGURE 7. Caution: these graphs are not channel graphs for
d = 4, they are fake ones. Want to know why? See Fact

4.2. Invariant graph. The main result in this section is the following

Theorem 4.1. Let f be a Newton map which is post-critically finite on By.
Then there exists an invariant graph G such that

1. fN(GQ) = Ag for some integer N > 1.

2. o0 is a non-cut point with respect to G.

The idea of the proof. Let’s sketch the idea, so that the readers can have
a rough picture of the proof. For each k > 1, let C, = f~*(Ag) \ fF*1(Ay).
From Theorem (1), one may easily imagine that G is actually a union of
some suitable iterated pre-images of Ag.

These iterated pre-images are chosen in an inductive fashion. First, we
extend the graph Ag to a larger one A1, by adding a suitable subset of C;.
Inductively, at step k, we will get an extension of the graph Ay from Ag_4
by adding a subset of C; U --- U Cg.



16 XITAOGUANG WANG, YONGCHENG YIN, AND JINSONG ZENG

The choice of the subset of C; U - -- Uy, is delicate, we actually choose a
subtable subset such that either its endpoint is a pole, or some iterated pre-
image’s endpoint is a pole. This dichotomy is guaranteed by the Shrinking
Lemma (see Lemma . The heart part of the proof is to show that any
subset of this kind can touch another one at some pole. This will be based
on the counting number of poles (Propositions and in the preceding
section. However one can’t apply these results directly.

To compensate the situation, we need make a modification Gy of the
graph Ay in each step. For these Gy’s, we can apply Propositions [3.4] and
successfully. For this technical reason, in our discussion, we actually
focus on the construction of G} (whose modification yields Ay), and the
graphs Ay’s don’t appear directly in the proof.

Then Theorem (2) can guide each step of the proof. In order to con-
struct a graph G so that co is a non-cut point, we construct a sequence of
modified graphs Gi’s so that

©0€GCG CG T

here, the graph Gy is a modified version of the channel graph Ag, and Gg11
is constructed inductively so that the difference set Gi11 \ Gj is the union
of finitely many Jordan arcs, and that

V(Giy1,0) < v(Gg,00) if v(Gg,00) > 2.

The property d = v(Go,00) > v(Gy,00) > v(Ga,00) > - implies that
after finitely many steps, the procedure will terminate at a graph G, with
v(Gy,0) = 1, which is equivalent to say that co is a non-cut point for Gy.
Finally, a suitable modification of Gy yields the required graph G.

The proof of Theorem The proof proceeds in six steps, as follows:

Step 1: from Ay to Gg. The aim of this step is to modify Ag to a new graph
G, such that Gy is disjoint from the d attracting fixed points.
Consider an immediate root basin B of f. Recall that ®p: B — D is a
Bottcher map, satisfying that ®g(2)?8 = ®(f(z)). Fix a number r € (0,1).
Ifdg > 3, let

Ap = {oo} UDF! ({[r 1)e* /@00 <k < dg — 2}) U @R (+rS)
If dg = 2, take a small angle 6y € (0,1/2) and define two arcs a4 in B by
ar = O ({erlloBTE2m0) 0 < 5 < 1}).
Clearly, a4 connect oo to ®5' (ret?™%) and ay C f(as). We set
Ap = {co}Uas Ua_ UG ({re*™; 0y <t < —6p}).

Finally, let
Go=JAs,
B
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QL QL
5Y (O,

O O,

FIGURE 8. The channel graph A (left), the modified graph
Gy (middle), and a non-trivial component U of C\ Gy (right).
This U can be written as A(v1,72), where 71 is the blue curve
and 7y is the purple one.

where the union is taken over all immediate root basins B of f. Clearly Gg
avoids all centers of the immediate root basins. See Figure ]

Step 2: from Gy to 1. For a finite graph I' C C with oo € T, its comple-
ment @\F has finitely many components. There are two kinds of unbounded
ones. An unbounded component U of C\ T is called trivial if v(dU, c0) = 1
(equivalently, co is a non-cut point of U ); non-trivial if v(0U, 00) > 2 (i.e,
oo is a cut point of 9U).

For the graph Gg given by Step 1, the following fact is non-trivial.

Fact 4.2. An unbounded component U of C \ Go is trivial if and only if
oU = Ap with dg = 2.

Proof. The ‘<=’ part is obvious. We need show the ‘=" part. If it is
not true, then a trivial unbounded component U of C \ Gy is necessarily a
component of C — Ap with dg > 3 (see Figure |§[)

Note that U C f(U) and the image f(UNB) covers UNB twice. One may
also observe that there is a component V of f~(U), contained in U, such
that OV contains two sections of fixed internal rays. Note that V' contains
only one fixed point, namely co. On the other hand, by Lemma/3.1] one has

#Fix(fly) = deg(flov)-
This gives a contradiction, because #Fix(f|;) = 1 and deg(f|ov) >2. O
Fact [£.2] has the following interesting corollary:

Fact 4.3. Under the assumption d = deg(f) > 3, there are at least two
immediate root basins B with dg = 2. As a consequence, trivial and non-
trivial components both exist in Comp(C \ Gy).
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oL als
A

F1GURE 9. This figure shows why the first graph in Figure
is not a channel graph, and it is used in the proof of Fact
Here V is a connected component of f~1(U) (in general,
V' is not necessarily a topological disk).

Proof. This fact is obvious if dg = 2 for all immediate root basins B. So we
may assume dg > 3 for some B. In this case, C - Ap hasat dg —1 > 2
unbounded components. To prove the fact, we will show each unbounded
component of C-A B contains an immediate root basin B” with dgr = 2.

In fact, if some unbounded component, say U, contains no immediate
root basin B’ with dg/ = 2, then there is an immediate root basin B” C U
such that dg» > 3 and some unbounded component V' of C-A g is also a
component @\Go. This V is trivial. However, this contradicts Fact (]

The idea of this step is to take pullbacks of the boundaries of non-trivial
unbounded components of C \ Gp.

Let Qo be a non-trivial unbounded component of C \ Go. Such a compo-
nent can be written as Qo = A(71,- -+ ,Yn) with n > 2 and ~,--- ,~, are
independent Jordan curves. One may verify that the curves 7y, --- , 7, sat-
isfy the conditions (a)-(d) in Proposition[3.4] Indeed, by the construction in
Step 1, the conditions (a)(b)(c) are satisfied, we only need to check that the
unbounded component ay, of f~!(v;) is contained in Ext(vx). To see this,
note that either oy, C Int(yx) or oy C Ext(7); the former cannot happen
because the behavior of f on each immediate root basin B is conjugate to
the power map z — 2% on D.

We then apply Proposition to the independent curves v1,--- , v, and
obtain the new independent Jordan curves v, LI ;Yo L. For these new
curves, observe that

e For each k, the curve v, ! contains at least one pole of f in C.
e One has v; ! ﬂfyj_l C f~Y(00), for i # j.
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In the following, we will show that at least two curves of v, ..., vt have

a common pole. In fact, if this is not true, then the set A('yfl, )
contains at least n distinct poles. On the other hand, by Proposition [3.4]
the curves 7, Lo .7, ! satisfy the assumptions in Proposition Then

by Proposition the number of poles in A(’yl_l, e ,fy;l) is exactly n — 1
(counting multiplicity). This is a contradiction.
Finally, let’s define three curve families I'g,I'],I'1 and a new graph G| by

FOZU{'yla"' 77n}a F){:FIZU{’Yfl’ ’77;1}’ Gl: U v
Qo Qo

yely

where Qg ranges over all non-trivial unbounded components of C \ Go. The
existence of common poles for the curves 7, s, implies that

v(Gp,00) < v(Gp,00) =d.
Note that we have the inclusion

f(T) ={f(v);v €1} STy, f(G1)C Go.
O

Step 3: from Gy to Go. The idea of the proof is similar to that of Step 2:
taking pullbacks of the boundaries of non-trivial unbounded components of
C\ G1, until some pullback hits a pole. We remark that this step actually
reveals the general case of the pullback procedure. The Shrinking Lemma
is involved to deal with the difficulty arising here.

Note that if v(G1,00) = 1, then oo is a non-cut point of Gy, hence there
is nothing to do in this step. So we may assume that v(G1,00) > 2, and this
case happens if and only if there exists a non-trivial unbounded component,
say 1, of C \ Gi.

Note that @7 is contained in some Qg = A(y1, -+ ,7) in Step 2, and that
Qo is decomposed by the curves 7, ... .Y ! into several parts. Since Q4
is non-trivial, it can be written as

Ql - A(Cll, e 704m))

where a1, - -+, a,, are independent Jordan curves. The set {a1,- -, a;,} can
be decomposed into two disjoint subsets I'1(@Q1) and Z(Q1), such that
e Each curve A € T'1(Q1) comes from I'1, namely I'1(Q1) C I'y;
e Each curve n € E(Q1) is new, i.e., composed of several sections, each
section is a part of a curve in I'y.

Note that each curve A € I'1(Q1) € I'y must contain a pole in C. Each
curve 1) € Z(Q1) must also contain a pole in C, because if two curves in I'y
intersect at a point other than oo, then this point is a pole.

Fact 4.4. Z(Q1) # 0. In other words, at least one curve among ay,’s is new.
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Proof. If not, then I'1(Q1) = {a1, -+ ,am} C T'1, and oy Naj = {00} for
i # j. Therefore the number of poles in Q; = A(ay, -+ ,qy,) is at least m.
On the other hand, applying Propositionto the curves f(ay), -, f(am),
we see that the curves ay, - - - , au,, satisfy the assumptions in Proposition|3.5
Then by Proposition the number of poles in A(aq, -, ) is exactly
m — 1 (counting multiplicity). This is a contradiction. O

We may write

D1(Q1) = {A1, - A}, E(Q1) = {m1, -+ s}

Consider the Jordan curves

f()‘l)v af(AT)ﬂhv"' s Ms-

One may verify that these curves are independent, and satisfy the conditions
of Proposition Applying Proposition to these curves, for each 7,
one get 17;1. Moreover, the curves Ay, -+, A,y Lo ,m5 1 are independent.
If one of the resulting curves 77]71’5, say nk_l, is disjoint from poles in C,
then it is exactly the unbounded component of f~!(n;), and
° 7719_1 intersects each of Ay, --- ,)\T,nj_l,j % k, only at oc.
o f: nk_l — 1) is one-to-one.

For any integer [ > 1, one may define nkflfl inductively by

't = ()7

as long as the curves

f()‘l)v"' 7f()‘r)’7]1a"' 777k—177]];l’77k+17"' s Ms»

are independent, and nk_l, ‘e ,nk_l are disjoint from poles in C. In this case,
the curves Aq,--- ,/\r,nl_l, e ,nlzjl,nlzl_l,nl;il, -+ ,m5 ! are independent.
To continue our discussion, we need the following crucial fact:

Lemma 4.5. For each curve n € 2(Q1) = {m, - ,ns}, there is a minimal
integer N = Ny, > 1, such that n~N contains a pole of f in C.

Proof. 1f it is not true for n = g, then for any j > 1, the curves Ay, -+, A,

171_1, ,77,;11,77,;],77;&1, -+ ,m5 1 are independent, and the domains

H] :A()\L 7Ar7nfla"' 777];_11)77];]77]];4{17"' ’778_1)
satisfy
HDHyD---2H; 2.

In particular, we have

Int(n, ') C Int(n,7) and Int(\;) U---Unt(),) C Ext(n”).

This implies that the spherical diameters diam(n, ?) with j > 1 are uniformly
bounded from below and above.
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To get a contradiction, we will show diam(nk_j ) = 0 as j — oo. Note
that all Jordan curves nk_J’s traverse two distinct immediate root basins,
say B', B”. We may decompose 7, 7 into three segments £3;, e

e [3; (resp. j}) is the intersection of nk_j with the closure of some fixed
internal ray of B’ (resp. B");
o Bi=m," \ (B;UB]).
The observation (; 8; = ;8] = {oo} implies that diam(8;) — 0 and
diam(B}) — 0 as j — oo. It remains to prove

diam(pB;) — 0 as j — oo.

Note that f : 8j41 — B; is a homeomorphism. By the construction of
Bj, there is a large integer ng > 0 such that 5y N 3,, = 0. It follows that
Bino N B(j+1)ne = ¥ for all j > 0. By Proposition (3), there exists a
sequence of open sets {U;} with S;,, € U; such that f"(U;y1) = U; and
Uj41 NUy = 0 for j > 0. By the Shrinking Lemma (see Lemma , one
has diam(8;p,) — 0 as j — oco. The shrinking property H; 2 H;;; implies
that diam(f;) — 0 as j — oo. This gives a contradiction. O

FiGURE 10. In this example, the black dashed curves 71, n2
contain the poles p1, p2, respectively. 7, 1'is the black curve
containing the new pole p2, and 7y ! is the orange curve con-
taining the same pole py as 712 does. The pole psy is also a
critical point.

Remark 4.6. In Lemmal[{.5], it may happen that

0 eo) = 0N fH (o).

N

In other words, the poles in n™" are already contained in n, hence not new.

Figure|1(] gives such an example.
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By Lemma for each 7, there exists a minimal integer N > 1 such
that n,;N’“ contains a pole. One may verify further that the Jordan curves

PO SO e
with 0 < [y < Np,---,0 <[y < N, are independent and satisfy the condi-
tions (a)-(d) in Proposition Applying Proposition to the curves

f()\l)7 e 7f()‘7‘)7771_N1+17 e 7775_NS+17

we get the following independent curves
_N _
)\17"‘7>‘T7n1 17'”)77st7

each of which contains a pole in C. Again Proposition implies that at
least two of these curves contains a common pole in C. We remark that each
Nk passes through exactly two immediate root basins B’, B”, and so do the
curves n,;] ,1 < j < Ng; these Jordan curves overlap on an invariant subarc
in {c0} UB"UB".

Let’s define two families of Jordan curves

s :U{nfl,... N 7778_NS}’1"‘2 :U{nl—Nl,m mg-zvs}
Q1 Q1

where ()1 ranges over all non-trivial unbounded components of C \ G1. Now
we get a new graph G9, which is an extension of G7:

Go=GiJ |

yel's
Observe that f(G2) C Go U G3. The construction and the existence of
common poles for the curves A1, -« , A, nl_Nl, -+, n7Ns imply that

v(Ga, 00) < v(Gy,00).
U

Step 4: from Gy, to Giy1, an induction procedure. Suppose for some k > 2,
we have constructed the graphs Gi,---,Gy and the curve families I'7, '
-+, I't, T'g, inductively in the following way

F?: U {77;17 anNl,“' 7775_17"' 7773_NS}7
Qi—1

I = U {771_N17 7775_NS}7 Gl:GZflu U s

Qi1 Yer;

where (J;_1 is taken over all non-trivial unbounded components of C \Gi-1,
and that f(G;) € Go UG and v(Gj,00) < v(Gj-1,0), for 2 <1 < k.

If v(Gg,00) = 1, then the step is done. If (G, 00) > 2, we consider each
non-trivial unbounded component @y of C \ Gk. Write Qp as A(d1,--- ,0)
and compare the curves 6 € {01, --,d;} with the curves in I'y U --- U T,
there are two possibilities: either
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e el U---UTIy, or
e §is new, ie. 6 ¢ 'y U---UT. In this case, § is composed of several
sections, each section is a part of a curve in I'y U - - - T'.

Let Z(Qx) be the collection of new curves. For each n € =(Qy), by the
same argument as Lemma there is a minimal integer IV, > 1 such
that 7~ meets a pole in C. By Proposition at least two curves of
{n=Nn;n € 2(Q})} share a common pole. Similarly as above, we get a new
graph Gy1 and two curve families I'y 11 C Ty ;¢

FZH:U U {n~t- M}, Fk+1=U U {n~"},

Qr N€E(Qk) @k n€E(Qk)
Gea=GlJ U
V€L

where Q) is taken over all the non-trivial unbounded component @)y, of ((A:\G k-
The resulting graph Gp1 satisfies

V(Grt1,0) < v(G,00), f(Grr1) € GoU Gryr.

After finitely many steps, we have v(Gy, 00) = 1 for some minimal integer
¢ > 1. Then oo is a non-cut point for the graph Gy, and f(Gy) C GoUG,. O

Step 5: from Gy to G, a natural modification. By construction, all points in
GyN J(f) are iterated pre-images of oo, and

F(GenJ(£) € GenJ(f), fY(Gen J(f)) = {oo}.
Note that for any 0 < k < £, the graph G}, is a union of some curves in
'=Tyulfursursu---ury.

To give a natural modification of Gy, it suffices to define the modification
of each curve § € I'. This goes in the following way.

Figure 11. This figure shows how to modify a curve arc by
arc. BN ¢ is tangent to two internal rays near B, while
B’ N is equal to two internal rays near 0B’.



24 XIAOGUANG WANG, YONGCHENG YIN, AND JINSONG ZENG

Let B € Comp(By) with BN # (), then BN ¢ consists of finitely many
components. Suppose B is eventually iterated to the immediate root basin
By. Note that each component ¢ of B N ¢ is an open arc, and near the
boundary 0B, o is either tangent to (if dg, = 2) or equal to (if dg, > 3) two
internal rays (see Figure[L1)), say Rp(a), Rp(53). We define the modification
M(o) of o by

M(o) = Rp(a) U Rp(B) U {cp},

where cp is the center of B (it is possible that a = /3). We then set
M) =JUM(o),
B o

where B ranges over all components B € Comp(By) with BNd # () and o
is taken over all components of B N J.

N[—=

FIGURE 12. This figure shows how to get the graph G (right)
by a natural modification of Gy (left, £ = 2) in Step 5.

By the law M(d1 U d2) = M(01) U M(d2), we obtain the modification of
the graphs Gy’s, which satisfy

Ag = M(Go) S M(G1) C -+ C M(Ge) € fV(A).
Let G = M(Gy). Clearly one has f¥(G) = Ag. Moreover,
J(G) = M(f(Ge)) € M(GoUGy) = M(Gy) =G.
v(G,0) =v(Gy,0) = 1.
([

Step 6: f~Y(G) is connected. To prove the connectivity of f~1(G), we need
investigate some properties of G and Gy (given in Step 4) first.

Fact 4.7. Each component of@ \ Gy is a Jordan disk.
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Proof. Tt is equivalent to show that v(Gy, z) = 1 for all z € Gy. Clearly this
is true for z = oo by the construction of Gy. For z € Gy — {0}, note that
Ge¢ = User\r, 9 (here I',T'g are defined in Step 5) and 0o € (Nsep\p, 0. The

observation G¢ \ {2z} = User\r, (0 \ {2}) and 0o € Nsep\p, (6 \ {2}) imply
that Gy \ {z} is connected, hence z is not a cut point of Gy. O

Proposition 4.8. The graph G satisfies

1. Any point in GNJ(f) is not a cut point of G.

2. The center of any immediate root basin is not a cut point of G.

3. For any immediate root basin B, the intersection G N B is connected.
In other words, any Julia point in B N J(f) is linked to the center of B by
an internal ray in G.

Proof. 1t is worth observing that
G=MG)= ] M(@).

§€m\To
1. For any z € GN J(f) and z # oo, the facts

G\{z}= (J M@\ {z}), 0 (] (M@E)\{z})

ser\Io 6€lMTo

imply that G\ {z} is connected, hence z is not a cut point of G.

2. Recall that each curve § € I'; UT'5 U --- U T starts at an immediate
root basin B’ and terminates at a different one B”. Each curve § € I'j
will be connected to another immediate root basin by another curve § €
TMulyU---Uly. It follows that after the modification, the centers of
immediate root basins are not cut points with respect to G.

3. Note that each curve 6 € U3 U--- UL} meets exactly two different
immediate root basins. By construction, if § N B # () for some immediate
root basin B, then M (8§) N B is the closure of the union of two internal rays.
(This implies, in particular, that M(§) N B has no isolated point)

Note also for § € T'y, the intersection M (§) N B is the closure of the union
of two (if dg = 2) or four (if dp > 2, see Figure[J) internal rays. Therefore,

GnB= [J (M(©)NnB)
6eI\I'g

is the closure of the union of finitely many internal rays, hence connected.
O

Remark 4.9. Proposition [[.8 implies that the only possible cut points in G
are the centers of strictly pre-periodic components B € Comp(By).

To prove the connectivity of f~1(G), it is equivalent to show that each
component of f _1(@ \ G) is simply connected.

To this end, let X = C\ Ug @gl(DI/Q), where the union is taken over all
B € Comp(By) such that BN G # (), and ®p : B — D is the Bottcher map
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[ ]
[ ] N
. J

FIGURE 13. A type of channel graph A (left) and its result-
ing invariant graph G (right). Here the red dots represent the
same point co. The notation ‘wt’ means the internal ray of
angle ¢ starting from the center w € {a,b, ¢, d}.

FIGURE 14. They are two invariant graphs, for two different
maps. Their channel graphs are same, but the combinations
are different. The notation ‘wt’ means the internal ray of
angle t starting from the center w € {a, b, c,d}U{d’, ¥, ,d'},
here 2/ is a pre-image of x. The blue/orange parts are the
subsets of first/second pre-images of the channel graph.

of B. By Proposition each component of X \ G is a Jordan disk. To
show that each component of f _1(@\G) is simply connected, it is equivalent
to show that each component of f~!(X \ G) is simply connected. This is the
main task of Proposition which is stated as an independent important
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property for puzzle pieces (here we deal with f~1(X\G) instead of f~1(C\G)
for the technical reason that we want to apply Corollary .
This completes proof of Step 6, hence the whole proof of Theorem 4.1 [J

Remark 4.10. One may assume the number N in Theorem[{.1] is minimal,
in the sense that G C f~N(A¢) and G € f=NTY(Ag). This minimal N can
not be controlled by the degree of f, even in the cubic case.

In fact, we can show: For any integer n > 1, there is a post-critically
finite cubic Newton map f, for which the invariant graph G constructed in
Theorem [{.1] satisfies that

G C f(Ao), GZ f(Ao).

The proof is based on the deeper understanding of the parameter space [RWY].
Since we will not use this fact in the paper, we skip its proof.

4.3. Appendix: Shrinking Lemma revisited. At the end of this section,
we prove a version of Shrinking Lemma (see [LM] for its original form), which
plays an important role in the proof of Lemma

Lemma 4.11. Let f be a rational map. Let {(Ey,Uy)}n>0 be a sequence of
subsets in C, such that for all n > 0,

(1) E, €U, with E,’s fullE| continua and Uy, ’s open sets;

(2) f(Eng1) = En, f(Ung1) = Un;
(3) Un+1 N U() = @

Then the spherical diameter of E, converges to zero as n — oo.

Proof. First observe that the sets U,,’s are pair-wisely disjoint. If not, assume
Up, NUp, # 0 for some 0 < ny < ng. Then we have () # ™ (U,, NUy,) C
Uo N Upy—n,, which contradicts (3). Thus by ignoring finitely many pairs
(En,Up), one may assume that (J,,~, Un does not contain the critical values
of f. Since Ey is full and Ey € Uy, we can choose a topological disk Dy
such that Ey € Dy € Uy. Then for each n, the unique component D,, of
(f™u.,) "1 (Dyg), which contains E,,, is a topological disk. Moreover, the map
f™ : Dy, — Dy is conformal, whose inverse is denoted by g,. Then {g,}
forms a normal family.

We claim that the limit map g, of any convergent subsequence {gy, } is
a constant map. If not, then g.(Dp) is an open subset of C. Therefore,
for any sufficiently large integers k # k', the images gn, (Do)(= Dy, ) and
Gn,, (Do)(= Dy,,) will overlap, which is impossible.

Finally, if lim,, diam(E,,) — 0 is not true, then there is a constant € > 0
and a subsequence {Ej, }with diam(£j, ) > e. This is impossible, because by
passing to a further subsequence, the maps g;,’s converge uniformly on Ejy
to a constant. O

3 A set is said full if its complement is connected.
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5. BRANNAR-HUBBARD-YOCCOZ PUZZLE

In this section, we develop the Brannar-Hubbard-Yoccoz puzzle theory
for Newton maps, using the invariant graph given by the preceding section.

5.1. Puzzles and ends. Let G be the graph given by Theorem [£.1] Recall
that ®p : B — D is the Bottcher map of B € Comp(By). Let

X =C\|Jo5' i)
B

where the union is taken over all B € Comp(By) such that BN G # 0.
Clearly f~}(X) C X. For any integer n > 0, let P, be the collection of all
connected components of f~"(X \ G). An element P € P, is called a puzzle
piece of depth (or level) n > 0. Note that two distinct puzzle pieces P, Q
are either disjoint (i.e. PNQ = 0) or nested (i.e. P CQ or Q C P).

An important fact about puzzle pieces is as follows:

Proposition 5.1. Let P,Q be two puzzle pieces with Q = f(P). Then we
have the following two implications:

1. Q is a Jordan disk = P is a Jordan disk.

2. PCQ=00€dPNIQ and f: P — Q is conformal.

Proof. Let I > 1 be the depth of P. Note that there is a unique puzzle piece
of depth [ — 1, say .S, containing P. The filled closure ]35 of P with respect
to S contains at most one fixed point, which can only be oo on its boundary.
To prove the two implications, we discuss the relation of @ and S:
Case 1: @ = S or equivalently P C Q. Applying Corollary to the
case (D,U) = (Q, P), we have

1> #Fix(flg)= Y deg(flov) > deg(flor) > 1.
VCPo.f(V)=Q

This implies that co € 9P N 0Q, ﬁs =P, and f: P — Q is conformal. In
this case, we also have the first implication.

Case 2: Q # S or equivalently QNS = (). In this case, we only need prove
1. Assume that Q is a Jordan disk. If P is not a Jordan disk, then Pg\ P
is non-empty, furthermore, it contains at least a component V of f~1(W)
with W = C \ Q. Clearly V. C W. Applying Corollary to the case
(D,U) = (W, V), we know that the filled closure Vi (C Pg C S) contains
fixed points, which must be co. Therefore we have

00 € OV NAP N AS N Q.

On the other hand, the local behavior of f near co implies that in a neigh-
borhood N(o0) of 0o, we have P N N(oco) C f(P N N(c0)). It follows that
@ = S. This is a contradiction. O

Lemma 5.2. The puzzle pieces satisfy the following properties:
1. Fach puzzle piece is a Jordan disk;
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2. For any puzzle piece P and any immediate root basin B, the intersec-
tion PN OB is connected (caution: if B € Comp(By) is not an immediate
root basin, then P N OB might be disconnected);

3. For any puzzle piece P, the intersection PN J(f) is connected.

Proof. 1. By Proposition each puzzle piece of depth 0 is a Jordan disk.
By Proposition [5.1] and induction, all puzzle pieces are Jordan disks.

2. By Proposition the set B N P is some sector Sg(0,60';r), and
PNOB = gese1 SB(8,0; ), which is connected.

3. By Proposition if B € Comp(By) satisfies BNP # () and B ¢ P,
then B N P is the union of finitely many sectors Sp(6,6’;r) (The reason is
that the center cp of B might be a cut point. In this case, PNJB is a union
of finitely many connected set). Note that J(f) N Sg(#,¢;7) is connected,
because J(f) N Sp(0,0';7) = Nycse1 SB(0,0';5). We aim to the show that
any two points 21,22 € PN J(f) are contained in a connected subset C' C
J(f)NP. Let v be a Jordan arc in P connecting z; and z2. Then v N F(f)
consists of countably many open segments {7;}ica. For each ~;, if there
is By € Comp(By) so that v; C By C P, we set C; = 0B; otherwise, v; is
contained in some sector Sg(6,0';r), and we set C; = J(f)NSp(0,¢’;r). The
set C = (yNJ(f)) U (Uiea C;) is a connected subset of J(f) N P connecting
z1 and z9. O

It’s worth observing that the number of unbounded puzzle pieces of depth
n is independent of n. This number is dy = ) z(deg(f|p) — 1), where the
sum is taken over all immediate root basins B’s. Let P° = {Pgﬁ, cee P;L’f’do}
be the set of all unbounded puzzle pieces of depth n, numbered in the way
that PﬁLk C Pﬁj’k, for any n > 0 and 1 < k < dy. Clearly, the sets
Yn(oo):P,fflu---UPgodo, n>0
are closed neighborhoods of co. The grand orbit of co is denoted by
Q= | £ oo}
k>0
For any z € €1y, let’s define
P:={P€Ppz€ P}, YVo(z) = U P.
PeP;
For any point z € C - By Uy, its orbit avoids the graph G, therefore

the puzzle piece of depth k > 0 containing z is well-defined, and is denoted
by Py(z). For z € Qy, let P,(2) be the interior of Yj(z). In this way, for all

z € C— By and all k > 0, the piece Py(z) is well-defined.
For any z € C — By, the end of z, denoted by e(z), is defined by

e(z) = ﬂ Pi(2).

k>0
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Proposition 5.3. For any z € C - By and any integer k > 0, there is an
integer ng = ng(z) > 0 with the property:

This implies, in particular, that e(z) = {z} for any z € Q.

Proof. We first consider z € {1;. In this case, there is an integer NV > 0 with
fN(e(2)) = e(c0). To show the statement, it suffices to show e(oo) = {oo}.

By Proposition [5.1] for each n > 1, the map f™ : P,(c0) — Py(c0) is con-
formal, and the boundaries 0Y;,(00),0Yy(0c0) are Jordan curves. Therefore
fm:0Yyp(00) = 0Yp(00) is homeomorphism. We claim that Yy (co) € Yp(o0)
for some large N. In fact, if 9Y,,(0c0) N 9Yp(c0) # () for all n > 1, then the
relation Y, 11(00) C Y, (00) implies that

BY,41(00) N AYp(00) C Y, (00) N AYp(00).

Therefore
[0Yn(00) # 0 and ()Y, (c0) € Qf C J(f).

Take p € [0Y,(o0) and suppose f™(p) = oo. Clearly p # oo. This
contradicts the fact that 0 : 9Y,, (c0) — dYp(o0) is a homeomorphism.
By the claim and applying the Schwarz Lemma to the inverse of fV :
Yn(00) = Yp(00), we have that e(oco) =, Yk (00) = {oo}.
For those z € C — (By UQy), the idea of the proof is same as above. If
there is an integer ko > 0 such that Py, (z) N Py +i1(z) # 0 for all [ > 0,
then the nested property (i.e., Py,11+1(2) € Pgy41(2)) gives that

8Pk0 (Z) M 8P]f0+l+1 (Z) - 8Pk0 (Z) N 8Pk0+l(z).
Therefore

0 # [(OPiy(2) N OPky11(2)) = () OPry11(2) € QN I(f).

>1 1>0

It follows that the puzzle pieces {Pg,4i1(2)}i>0 have a common boundary
point £ with f™(§) = oo for some m > 0. Applying the f™-action on these
puzzle pieces, we get

00 € Pry—m+1(f™(2)) € Yig-m+i(00), V1 =m.

This gives that co € e(f™(z)) C e(co). By the proven fact e(co) = {00}, we
have f™(z) = oo. This contradicts the assumption z € C — (B U Qy). O

We collect some facts about ends as follows:

e e(z) is either a singleton or a full continuum in C;

o f(e(2) = e(f(2));
e For any 2’ € C— By with 2’ # z, based on the proven fact e(q) = {q}
for any g € Q2 (see Proposition , we have that either

e(z) =e(z) or e(z)Ne(z) = 0.
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e By Lemma e(z) = {z} implies the local connectivity of J(f)
at z. For any immediate root basin B and any z € 0B, the fact
e(z) N 9B = {z} implies the local connectivity of 0B at z.

Let £ = {e(z);z € C— By} be the collection of all ends. An end is trivial
if it is a singleton. An end e is called critical if it contains a critical point
of f. The orbit orb(e) of an end e € £ is orb(e) = {f*(e)}x>0-

An end e is pre-periodic if f™t"(e) = f™(e) for some m > 0,n > 1. In
particular, e is called periodic if m = 0. If there is no such m,n, then e is
called wandering. In this case, its orbit orb(e) has infinitely many elements.

For each end e = e(z) with z € C — By, let P,(e) = P,(z). It follows
from Proposition that P,(e) is the puzzle piece of depth n containing e.

Let (ex)ren be a sequence of wandering ends with distinct entries e’s, the
combinatorial accumulation set A((er)ren) consists of the ends €' € &, such
that for any integer n > 0, the index set {k € N;e; C P,(€)} is infinite.

Lemma 5.4. A((e;)ken) # 0.

Proof. For any n > 0, recall that the collection P,, of puzzle pieces of depth
n is a finite set. We define the index set I,, and the puzzle piece P, € P,
inductively as follows. First, there is a puzzle piece Py € Py such that
IQ:{]{ZGN; ekgpo}
is an infinite set. Suppose that we have constructed the infinite index set I;
and the puzzle piece P; € P; for 0 < j </, satisfying that
Ip2-- 21y Ph2---2F.
Then one can find Ppyq € Ppyq with Ppyq C Py, such that the index set
Iipn ={kcly e, C P}

is an infinite set. Now let’s define €’ = (1, P,.

To finish, we show € € &, which implies that € € A((ex)ren). To this
end, we discuss two cases. If € NQy # 0, we take z € € N Qs # 0, then
the fact {z} C e =), P, C ), Yn(z) = {2} (by Proposition implies
that € = {z} = e(z). If &€ NQy =0, we take z € €, then € =, P, =
N, Pn(z) = e(z). In either case, we have €’ € £, completing the proof. [

n

The combinatorial limit set w(e) of a wandering end e € £ is defined by

w(e) = A((f*(e))ken)-
One may verify that w(e) satisfies the following properties:
o w(f(e)) = w(e).
* f(w(e)) Cw(e).
e For any wandering end €’ € w(e), we have w(e’) C w(e).
The first two follow from the definition of w(e). We only verify the third

one. Let € € w(e) be a wandering end, and take €’ € w(€’). By definition,
for any n > 0, the index set J, = {k € N; f¥(e’) C P,(e”)} is infinite.
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For k € J,, note that f*(e’) € w(e), this implies that the index set {t €
N; fl(e) C P.(f*(e')) = P,(e")} is infinite. Therefore e” € w(e).

Proposition 5.5. Let L > 0 be an integer with Y,(c0) € Yo(c0). Let e
be a wandering end with e C Yr(00), then there is an (minimal) integer
s = s(e) > 0 with the following property:

Pri1(f*(e)) € Po(f*(e)) € Pg°
and f*: Ppisi1(€) = Prpya(f*(e)) is conformal.

Proof. Recall that Yj(oo) = |; ﬁo‘; and Pg(o0) is the interior of Yj(00).
By Propositions for any k > 0, the map f : Pyy1(c0) — Pi(o0) is

one-to-one. The assumption

e € Vi(50) = | (Y245(00) \ Yigs1(o0))
s>0

implies that € C Y714(00) \ Yr1s41(00) for some integer s > 0. Then we
can find an index j with e C PpS .\ PP, ;. Since for any k > 0, the
map f @ PPS\ Py, — P2y \ PS5 is a homeomorphism, we have that

f2(e) € PP\ Prey ;. Hence Pryi(f(e)) is bounded.

Pri1(f%(e))

Yi41(00)

FIGURE 15. The puzzle pieces around oo (red dot). It may
happen that 9Y7(c0) N OYp(oc0) # 0. Here Y,(00) € Yy(o0)
for some L > 1. Assume e C Y7,(c0), then Pri1(f*(e)) C
Y7 (00) \ Yr41(00) for some minimal integer s > 0. Moreover

Prii(f(e)) € Ro(f*(e)).

By the structure of unbounded puzzle pieces, we see that Pr1(f%(e)) is
disjoint from Ay U 0Yj(00) (see Figure [15). This implies that

Pria(f(e)) € RFo(f*(e)) = Fj € P
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5.2. Strategy of the proof. To prove our main Theorem it suffices to
show that for any immediate root basin B, we have

e(z)NIB ={z}, Vz€ 0B. (%)

To this end, we need first classify all ends in £ into two types: wandering
ones and pre-periodic ones, which are denoted by &, and &, respectively.
The set &, of wandering ends has a further decomposition:
Ew=EPPLIET LUEL,
where
EF ={ee&;Epnuw(e) #0};
& ={e € &y EppNuw(e) = and w(e) # w(e’) for some €' € w(e)};
& ={ee&;&pNuw(e) =0 and w(e) = w(e') for all € € w(e)}.
The proof of the statement (%) will be carried out in the following two
sections. In Section [6] we prove a stronger fact that any wandering end
is a singleton. In Section [7} we prove that for any pre-periodic end e, the
intersection e N JB is either empty or a singleton. These two cases cover all
situations.

In the rest of the paper, let it € & be the collection of all critical ends.
Set kK = #Eqit- Recall that d is the degree of the Newton map f.

6. WANDERING ENDS ARE TRIVIAL

In this section, we show that any wandering end is a singleton. The proof
is based on the following dichotomy: for any wandering end e, either

e e satisfies the bounded degree property, or
e w(e) contains a persistently recurrent critical end.

The treatments of these two situations are different.
6.1. Bounded degree property implies triviality of ends.

Definition 6.1. An end e is said to have bounded degree (BD for short)
property, if there exist puzzle pieces { Py, (e)}, with ny — oo as k — oo, and
an integer D, such that

deg(f™ : Py, (e) = Py(f™(e))) <D, Vk>1. (%)
Proposition 6.2. A wandering end e with BD property is trivial.

Proof. By assumption, there is a sequence of puzzle pieces {P,, (e)} satisfy-
ing (). The combinatorial accumulation set A((f™ (e))ren) of the sequence

(f"(e))ren satisfies
0 # A((f"(e))ren) C w(e).

Take ep € A((f™(e))ken), note that for any n > 0, the index set {k €
N; f(e) C P,(eo)} is infinite.
To prove the proposition, we need discuss two cases:

Case 1: ey ¢ {e(z);z € Q¢}.
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In this case, by Proposition there is an integer Lo > 0 such that
Pr,(eg) € Py(ep). By passing to a subsequence, we may assume f"*(e) C
Pr,(eg) for all £ > 1. By pulling back the triple (f™*(e), Pr,(eo), Po(eo))
along the orbit e — f(e) — --- +— f"(e), we get the non-degenerate annuli
P, (e)\ Pry4n,(e)’s, whose moduli satisfy

mod(Po, (€) \ Pryrn (6)) > 5 mod(Po(eo) \ Pry(e0)), ¥ k> 1.

This implies that e = (") P(e) is a singleton.
Case 2: e € {e(z);z € Q¢}.

In this case, replacing (f™(e))ren by the new sequence (™t (e))ren
(here [ > 0 is some integer) if necessary, we may assume ey = e(c0). Recall

that Y, (c0) = U, P55, and Py(00) is the interior of Y, (c0). Let L > 0 be
an integer with Y7,(00) € Yp(00).
By choosing subsequence of {n}x, we may assume that

[ (e) C Y1, (oc0) and deg(f™ : P, (e) — P&Om) <D

with Pgo, € P5° and Fgs, = Po(f"*(e)), for all k € N.

For each k, the assumption f™ (e) C Y7,(00) = Uy (Y45(00)\ Y 1s4+1(20))
implies that there is a unique integer s, > 0 such that f™(e) C Y744, (c0)\
Y7 4s,+1(00). The behavior of f near oo gives that Py(f"T/(e)) = Pys, for
all 0 < j < s;. By Proposition [5.5] we have

Pria(f 5 (e)) € Po(f™ " (e)) € Pg°.

We factor the map f" 5k : Py 1, (€) = Po(f*T"%(e)) as

Pogisn(€) 25 P (4 (0)) L5 Ro(f5H 7 (e)) (= P53,)-

The first factor has degree at most D. For the second factor, note that
[ (e) € YLy, (00) C Y5, (00), this implies that Py, (f™*(e)) = Pge,,. Hence
the map f5¢ : Py, (" (e)) — Po(f**""(e)) is conformal. So the degree of
Jfretse s Py 1, (e) = Po(f5+7 (e)) is bounded above by D.

By pulling back the pair (Ppq(f"*5(e)), Py(f™ 5 (e)) along the orbit
e f(e) - frrtsk(e) by f™ 5k we get the annuli Ay = Py, 1n, (€)\

Pl 14n,+s,(€)’s, whose moduli have a uniform lower bound

S mod (Po( "% (e)) \ Pra (75 (@)

1 : o] ra) 00
> 7 tnin {mod (P55, \ Q);Q € Pr+1,Q € P55, }-.

This implies that e = (") P(e) is a singleton. O

mod(Ay)

v

Let e be a wandering end and P be a puzzle piece. The first entry time of e
into P, denoted by re(P), is the minimal integer k£ > 1 such that f*(e) C P.
If no such integer exists, we set re(P) = 0o. If 7¢(P) # oo, we denote by
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Le(P) the unique puzzle piece containing e such that f7e(")(L¢(P)) = P.
Clearly, if P € Py, for some k, then Le(P) € Pryro(p)-

Lemma 6.3. Let e be a wandering end and P be a puzzle piece. Suppose
that the first entry time r = ro(P) is finite, then

1. the r puzzle pieces Le(P),--- , f*Y(Lo(P)) are pair-wisely disjoint;

2. the degree of " : Le(P) — f"(Le(P)) = P is at most d*;

3. any puzzle piece Q containing e such that f5(Q) = P for some s > 1
is contained in Le(P);

Proof. Write Qy = f¥(Le(P)) for 0 <k <r —1.

1. If Qk, N Qp, # O for some k1 < ko2, then Qk, C Qk,. By pulling back
(Qky , Qk,) along the orbit Qo +— - -+ — Q,_1, we get the pairs (Qr, -1, Qr,—1),
- (Qo, Qiy—1, )- Tt follows that € C Qo € Qp,—_k, and fr=F2=k)(Q, 1) =
(. This obviously contradicts the definition of first entry time.

2. It is a direct consequence of 1, since each critical end appears in the
orbit Qg — - -+ +— @),_1 at most once.

3. If it is not true, we have s < r and f*(e) C P. This contradicts the
definition of the first entry time 7. O

Proposition 6.4. Any end e € EXY satisfies the BD property.

Proof. Let e € ERP. The fact f(w(e)) C w(e) implies that w(e) contains at
least a periodic end, say ey. Let p be the period of ey. Observe that p =1
if and only if ey = e(c0).

Case 1: ey # e(o0).

Let N be a large integer so that Py (f*(eq)) \ f*(eo) contains no critical
points of f, for all 0 < k < p. Let A,(ep) = P,(eg) \ Pnt1(ep) for all
n > 0. By the choice of N, for any n > N, any puzzle piece Q in A, (eg) will
be mapped, by some f*, into a puzzle piece in Ay(ep) U---U An4p—1(eo)
conformally (because the choice of N guarantees that there is no critical
points along the orbit of Q).

For each n > N, let r,, be the first entry time of e into P,(ep). Clearly
rn — 00 as m — oo, and the degree of f'™ : Le(Pn(eo)) — Pu(ep) is at
most d* (by Lemma [6.3). Note that f™(e) C P,(eg) and f™(e) # e,
there is a unique integer s,, > 0 so that f™(e) C A, s, (eo). It follows that
Pris,+1(f™(e)) C Anys,(€p). So there is a minimal integer t,, > 0 satisfy-
ing that [ (Puts,+1(/7(€))) = Pots,—tar1 (S (€)) C Ants,—t,(€0) €
{An(eo), -+ s An+p-1(eo)}, here

N<n+s,—th, +1 < N+p, Vn> N.

We factor the map [ : Poig, tr,11(€) = Pots,—t,+1(f7" " (e)) as

T™n tn
Pn+sn+rn+1(e) f—> Pn+sn+1(frn (e)) i‘_> Pn+sn7tn+1(frn+tn (e))

The former has degree at most d”, while the latter is conformal. Therefore,
by choosing a subsequence of n’s so that n+ s, — t,, + 1 equals constant, we
see that e satisfies the BD property.
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Case 2: ey = e(00).

In this case, for any n > 0, the index set {k € N; f¥(e) C P,(00)} is
infinite, implying that for some j independent of n, the index set {k €
N; f¥(e) C P,f‘;} is infinite. For each n > 1, let 7, be the first entry time
of e into P?5. Then the degree of f™ : Le(F25) — P25 has upper bound
d". By post-composing the conformal map f™ : ngj — P&‘}, we see that the
degree of f"7 i Le(P5%) — Fg9 is uniformly bounded by d*. Therefore e
also satisfies the BD property in this case. ([l

Proposition 6.5. Any end e € EF satisfies the BD property.

Proof. By definition, there exists €’ € w(e) with w(e’) # w(e). As is pointed
out before, w(e’) C w(e), hence there is an end ey € w(e) \ w(e’). For
sufficiently large N, we have orb(e’) N Py(eg) = 0.

For any n, let 7, be the first entry time of e into P, (e’). Then Le(P,(€’)) =
P4y, (e) and the degree of f™ : Lo(Py,(€')) — P,(€’) is bounded above by
d® (by Lemma . Clearly r,, — 00 as n — oo.

Since e € w(e), the orbit of f™(e) will meet Py(ep). Let s, be the first
entry time s, of f"(e) into Py(ep). Then Lr (o) (Pn(€0)) = Pnys, (f™(e))
and the map f*" : Lt (e)(Pn(€0)) — Pn(eo) has degree at most d”.

Note that both L ¢r, (e)(Pn(€0)) and P, (e’) contain f(e). We claim that
Lgrn(e)(Pn(€0)) is a proper subset of P,(e’). Because, otherwise, one has
Pu(e') € Lyrn(ey(Pn(€0)). This would imply orb(e’) N Px(eg) # 0, which
contradicts our assumption on Py(ep).

Then we pull back L fr(e)(Pn(€0)) = Pn+s, (f™(e)) along the orbit e

-+ f™(e) by f™, and get the puzzle piece Py, +s,(€) containing e.
Further, the degree of the map

fT”J’_S" : PN+rn+5n (e) — PN (eo)

is at most d2¢. This implies that e has BD property. O

6.2. The case e € &,. In this part, we will show that any e € &£, is trivial.
By definition of £, each end €' € w(e) is wandering, satisfying that
w(e) =w(e) and e € w(e').

A wandering end €’ with the property €’ € w(€’) is called combinatorially
recurrent. Clearly, all ends in w(e) are combinatorially recurrent.

We first discuss an easy case (Lemma . Recall that £ is the set of
all critical ends. Let ¢ € £yt N Ew be a critical wandering end. A puzzle
piece P, x(c) with k > 1 is called a successor of P,(c) if

e f¥(P,yx(c)) = Py(c), and
e Each critical end appears at most once along the orbit

Pryr(c) = Poyp-1(f(e)) = -+ = Popa(F471(c)).
By definition, if P, (c) is a successor of P,(c), then
deg(fk : Pn—i—k(c) - Pn(c)) < d",
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here, recall that kK = #Eqit.

Lemma 6.6. An end e € &, is trivial, if it satisfies one of the following
1. w(e) N it = 0.
2. Some piece Py, (c) of c € w(e) N it has infinitely many successors.

Proof. We will show that e satisfies the BD property, then the triviality of
e follows from Proposition [6.2

1. The assumption w(e) N Eqit = @ implies that there is an integer N > 0
such that the index set

k=0 e)c U Prio)]

cegcrit

is finite. Let m be the cardinality of this index set. One sees that for each
k > 1, the degree of f*: Py.i(e) — Px(f*(e)) is bounded above by d™.

2. Let {P,,(c)}r>1 be all successors of Py, (c) with n; < ng < --- — 0.
By the assumption that ¢ € w(e), for each k > 1, there is a well-defined
first entry time 7, of e into P, (c). Then Le¢(Py, (c)) = Pp,4r,(e) and the
degree of fmtre=no . P, .. (e) — Py, (c) is bounded above by

deg(f™ : Payry (€) = Poy(€)) - deg(f™ 7" : Py, () — Pag(c)) < d?*.
We see that e satisfies the BD property in both cases. O

By Lemma we only need discuss the ends e € &, satisfying that
w(e) N it # 0 and that for any ¢ € w(e) N Equit, and any n > 0, the puzzle
piece P,(c) has finitely many successors. To show the triviality of ends, we
first discuss the critical case.

A critical end ¢ € Eqit N &, s called persistently recurrent in the combi-
natorial sense, if it satisfies

e c € w(c), and
e For any ¢’ € w(c) N Eqit and any k > 1, the puzzle piece Py(c’) has
only finitely many successors.

We first choose an large integer Ly > 0 so that

e For any different c1, co € Eqrit Nw(c), one has Pr,(c1) N Pr,(ca) # 0.
e For any c1,co € &, we have the implication

c1 ¢ w(eg) = c1 N | Pro(f*(ca)) = 0.
E>1
Let [c] = w(c) N &air and orb([c]) = Uy epe) Urzo f¥(c"). The persistent
recurrence of ¢ allows one to construct the principal nest, whose significant
properties are summarized as follows

Theorem 6.7. Assume c is persistently recurrent and Ly > 0 is chosen as
above. Then there is a nest of c-puzzle pieces

Qo(c) O Q1(c) D Q1(e) O Q2(c) D Q5(e) D -+,
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each puzzle piece is a suitable pull back of Qo(c) = Pr,(c) by some iterate
of f, satisfying the following properties:
(1). There exist integers Do > 0, nj > mj; > 1 for all j > 1, so that

fm: Qje) = Qj(e), 7 : Qjya(e) = Qj(c)

are proper maps of degree < Dy, and f"(Q},(c)) C Q’(c).
(2). The gap d; of the depths between Q; and Q; satisfies

dj — 400 as j — +oo.

(8). Forallj>1,

(Qj(c) = Qji(c)) Norb([c]) = 0.
(4). We have the following asymptotic lower bound of moduli,

lim inf mod(Q;(c) — a;(c)) > 0.
J—r+oo
The construction of the principal nest is attributed to Kahn-Lyubich
[KL1] in the unicritical case, Kozlovski-Shen-van Strien [KSS| in the multi-
critical case. The complex bounds are proven by Kahn-Lyubich [KL1, [KL2]
(unicritical case), Kozlovski-van Strien [KS] and Qiu-Yin [QY] indepen-
dently (multicritical case). The interested readers may see these references
for a detail construction of the nest and the proof of its properties. We re-
mark that in our setting, the annuli Q;(c) — @(c) might be degenerate for
the first few indices j’s. But because of the growth of the gaps d;, the annuli
Qj(c) — Q(c) will be non-degenerate when j is large enough. That’s the
reason why we use the term ‘asymptotic lower bound’ instead of ‘uniform

lower bound’ in Theorem [6.7)(4).

Proposition 6.8. The end e € &, is trivial, if w(e) N Eqit contains a
persistently recurrent end c.

Proof. Let (Qj(c), Q; (c))’s be the puzzle pieces of principal nest given by
Theorem For each j > 1, let r; be the first entry time of e into Q’(c).
Let Tj(e) = Le(Q’(c)), and T}j(e) be the component of f~7(Q;(c)) contain-
ing e. Then Theorem [6.7|(3) implies that

deg(f"|11(e)) = deg(f" |1y (e)) < d™.

Hence, by Theorem [6.7(4) and let 1 be the asymptotic lower bound of mod-
uli, for all large j, we have

mod(Tj(e) \ Tj(e)) = mod(Qx(c) \ @j(c))/d™ = p/d".

It follows that e is trivial. O
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7. THE RENORMALIZABLE CASE

As we have seen in the previous section, wandering ends are always triv-
ial. However, pre-periodic ends can be non-trivial (see Lemma . Even
though, the intersection of such end and the boundary of an immediate root
basin, is trivial. The aim of this section is to prove this statement.

We first introduce the renormalization of Newton maps. We say that the
Newton map f is renormalizable if there exist an integer p > 1, two multi-
connected domains U,V with U € V C C such that fP:U — V is a proper
mapping with a connected filled Julia set K(fP|y) = Nyso f*(U). The
triple (fP,U, V) is called a renormalization of f. Note that in the definition,
we assume oo ¢ V to exclude the existence of f-fixed point in K (fP|y).

In the definition, one may further require that U, V are topological disks,
and this kind of renormalization is called P-renormalization (here ‘P’ refers
to ‘polynomial-like’). For Newton maps, we have

f is renormalizable <= f is P-renormalizable.

To see this, we only need show the ‘=" part. Suppose that (fP,U,V) is
a renormalization of f, with U,V multi-connected and K (fP|y) connected.
The assumption co ¢ K(fP|y) implies that K(fP|y) is disjoint from the
boundary of puzzle pieces, hence contained in a periodic end e € &, which
satisfies fP(e) = e. Consider the map f? : Py(e) — Py(e), choose an
integer ¢ > 0 so that Py,(e) € Py(e), we see that (£, Py(e), Po(e)) is a
P-renormalization of f.

Because of this equivalence, when we are discussing the renormalizations
of Newton maps, we always require that U,V are topological disks.

Periodic ends are closely related to renormalizations:

Lemma 7.1. Let e be a periodic end, with period p > 1.

1. If none of e,--- , fP~1(e) is critical, then e is a singleton.

2. If some end of e,--- , fP~1(e) is critical, then f is renormalizable. In
this case, e is the filled Julia set of a renormalization.

Proof. Choose a large integer N > 0 so that

(Pv(e)U---UPN(fFH(e)) \ (eU---U fF(e))
contains no critical point of f. By Proposition there is an integer ¢ >
0 so that Pyis(e) € Py(e). If none of e, -+, fP71(e) is critical, then
f : Pnygp(e) — Py(e) is conformal. Applying the Schwarz Lemma to its

inverse, we see that e is singleton. If some end of e,--- , fP~1(e) is critical,
then (£, Pxp(e), Py(e)) is a renormalization of f. In this case, the filled

Julia set K(f€p|pN+/_,p(e)) = ﬂk21 Pnirep(e) = e. O
The main result of this section is the following

Proposition 7.2. For any pre-periodic end e € &y, and any immediate root
basin B € Comp(By), the intersection e N B is either empty or a singleton.
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Proof. It suffices to treat the periodic case. We may assume e is non-trivial,
of period p > 1 (note that p = 1 iff e = e(o0) = {o0}), and e N B # )
for some immediate root basin B. The idea of the proof is to construct a
Jordan curve separating e from B.

By Proposition one can find two puzzle pieces Q1 and Qp = f"P(Q1),
such that e € Q1 € Qg. Assume the depths of Q)1,Qq are large enough so
that all critical points of g := f™P : Q1 — Qo are contained in e. Let
de = deg(g|g,), then de > 2, otherwise, g is conformal and the Schwarz
Lemma would imply that e is trivial.

Write Q = ¢7%(Qo) for k > 1. By Proposition for all kK > 0, there
exist ag, B € R/Z with ay < Bk, and 7 € (0,1) such that

Since f|p is conjugate to z — 298 on D, we have

o < g1 < -0 < Bt < By |Brg1 — g | = Bk — ol /7.

Therefore the sequences {ay} and {8k} have a common limit § = lim oy =
lim fy. The internal ray Rp(f) of B is invariant under g, hence land at a
g-fixed point ¢ € e N IB.

In the following, we show e NdB = {q}. To this end, let n. = Rp(f) N Q-

with & € {0,1}. Let ¢ : C\ e — C\ D be a Riemann mapping, and denote
(7. B, Qe) = (6(e), 6(B), $(Qz \ @)).

Then § = ¢pogogp™t: @1 — @0 is a covering map between annuli, of degree
de. By Schwarz reflection principle, we may assume that g is holomorphic
in a neighborhood of dD. The arc 7). is g-invariant, hence lands at a g-fixed
point, say ¢, on 9.

Let Q4,9 _ be the two components of §_1(C§0 \ 7o) such that 7, C 924N
00 _. Clearly, Q,Q_ are Jordan disks.

Claim 1: The map g has ezactly one fived point on Qy (or Q_). This
fized point is ¢ € 00y NON_.

Proof. Let 2%, Q" 17 be the reflection part of Q4,Q_,7; with respect to
the circle 0. Let

Y=, uQunuQ,uQ_unU{g}

Clearly, Y is an open topological disk. The Schwarz reflection principle
guarantees that g can be defined in Y, and Y € g(Y). Let X be the
component of g~'(Y) containing §. One may verify that X € Y and § :
X — Y is conformal. Applying Schwarz Lemma to gl : ¥ — X, we
conclude that g has exactly one repelling fixed point on X. This fixed point
is Q\E aQeraQ, |

Let Q0 = Q. \ 71 for € € {£}. We consider the bijections

ge = ZJ\’QQ . Qg — Qy, €€ {E}
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FIGURE 16. Some domains and construction of curves con-
verging to q.

One may verify that g. is conformal in the interior of QY.
Claim 2: For each € € {£}, let’s define a sequence of closed Jordan arcs
7 = (0(0Q)\ Q) U (o \ M), and 7L =g *@?), k> 1.
Then ¥ = Uj>1 A is a Jordan arc in Q2, satisfying that

1. 7. is disjoint from Dy
2. 4. is disjoint from the closure of B;
3. - converges to the g-fixed point q.

Proof. We only prove the case € = +, the other is similar.
1. It suffices to note that e has no intersection with Q1 U (1o \ m1).
2. Note that

NB=0+=7NB=0<=¢"'FL)NB=0.
By Proposition
¢ 'AL) CQ\B=Q;\ Splaa,Bi;m1) = ¢ '(AL)N B = 0.
3. Note that ﬁi €Y andg ! :Y — X is strictly contracting, we conclude
that 7, converges to the g-fixed point . O

Claim 3: For each € € {*}, the curve 7. = ¢~ (7:) satisfies that . N
(eU B) =0 and converges to the g-fixed point q.
Proof. By Claim 2, we see that . is disjoint from e U B. Let
V=¢'(Y\D), U=¢"'(X\D).

Clearly, V is a topological disk, V' C @ and ¢ € 0V, and g : U — V
is conformal. Let h = g|;' : V — U. Since the ray Rp(f) converges to

q, the family of maps {h¥}en converge uniformly on Rp(f) N (Qo \ Q1) to
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the boundary point ¢. By Denjoy-Wolff’s Theorem (see [D],[W]), the maps

{h*}1en converge uniformly on any compact subset of V, in particular on

73 = ¢"'(3%) € V, to the boundary point q. Hence v, converges to g.
Similar argument works for v_. (]

Now we define the Jordan curve by

_ ) U= U{gt u(9Qi\9V), if de > 3,
(+Uy-U{gh\ g (m\ ),  if de =2.

Then the sets B\ {¢} and e\ {q} are in different components of C —~.
It follows that e N B = {q}, completing the proof. O

8. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

In this section, we will complete the proof of Theorem At the end,
we give some concluding remarks.

8.1. Proof of Theorem To prove the local connectivity of B, it is
equivalent to show that for any immediate root basin B € Comp(By), and
any z € 0B, the intersection e(z) N JB is a singleton.
This actually follows from the decomposition
E=Ep UERPLES LE,

and Sections [6] and [Tl

It remains to show that 0B is a Jordan curve iff dp = deg(f|p) = 2. In
fact, if dp > 3, then there are dp — 1 > 2 internal rays in B, landing at
00, so dB is not a Jordan curve. If dg = 2, it follows from Lemma and
Corollaries (see below) that OB is a Jordan curve.

Lemma 8.1. Let B € Comp(By). If two different internal rays Rp(01), Rp(62)
land at the same point, then

f(Rp(6h)) # f(Rp(02)).
Proof. We need discuss two cases: f(B) = B and f(B) # B.
Case 1: f(B) =B.

In this case, f|p is conjugate to the map z?2|p. To discuss the relative
position of the internal rays, we need consider the angle tupling map on
the circle. Let mg, : t — dpt (mod Z) be the angle tupling map on R/Z.

Note that Sy := {&, cee dgil} is the set of fixed points of mg,. The
components of R/Z \ Sy are denoted by I, = (ﬁ, %),0 <k<dp-2.

First, note that the statement is true when one of 61,6, is in Sy. In
the following, we assume 61,02 ¢ Sp. We will prove by contradiction. If
f(Rp(01)) = f(Rp(62)), then fact that Jyeg, Rp(6) divides B into dp — 1
parts, implies that one of them contains Rp(6;), Rp(62), together with their
common landing point z. Without loss of generality, we assume

0<01<92<1/(d3—1).
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The assumption implies that 61,60y € I. Consider the action of mg, on

the open arc Iy. Let S; = f~1(So)NIp. Then S = {m; e 7%}-

Since mg,, is injective on Sy, the assumption f(Rp(61)) = f(Rp(#2)) implies
that 91,92 ¢ Sl.
The set Iy \ Sp consists of dg components:

k-1 k
Jo = , , 1<k < dp.
g (dB(dB—l) dB(dB—1)> b

Note that on each Jj, the map mg, is one-to-one. Thus 61,602 belong
to distinct Jy’s. Since mg,(J1) = ma,(Ja,) = Io, we conclude that 6, €
Ji,00 = 01 + % € Ju,. For k € {1,dp}, we denote by 6 1,0 € Jj, such
that mg, (01%) = 01, ma, (02%) = 02, then we have
011 = 3;,92,1 = dlB<91 + d;>,91,d5 =011+ dlB,Hz,dB =021+ dlB’
It’s easy to see that 011 < 01 < 61 < 014, < 02 < 034,. It follows that
Rp(021) URB(01,4,) C Sp(6:1,62;0).

Let W be the component of C — Rg(6;) U Rp(f;) such that oo ¢ W.
Clearly, W contains no fixed point, because W is disjoint from the chan-
nel graph Ay which contains all fixed points of f. By above discussion,
there is a component V of f~1(W), such that V contains Sg(6; 1,6021;0) (or
SB(01,d5,02,455;0)). The facts

Rp(61) C Sp(01,1,602,1;0) and OV N J(f) C f(q)

imply that OV contains the common landing point g of Rp(61), Rp(02).
Since f(OV N J(f)) COW NJ(f) = {q}, we see that ¢ is a fixed point of f,
which is necessarily co. This contradicts the assumption 61,05 ¢ Sp.

Case 2: f(B) # B.

Assume f(Rp(61)) = f(Rp(62)). Let U C f(B) be a Jordan disk, whose
boundary passes through two endpoints of f(Rp(01)). Let D = C \U.

Let W be the component of C — R(6;) U Rp(62) such that W N Ay = 0.
Then W contains no fixed points of f, because all fixed points of f are
contained in the channel graph Ag. Clearly C \ f(Rp(61)) € f(W) and
W C D. There is a component V of f~!(D) contained in W. In particular,
V contains no fixed point of f. By Corollary there is at least one fixed
point in V. This is a contradiction. O

Corollary 8.2. For any B € Comp(By) and any z € 0B, let up(z) be the
number of internal rays in B landing at z. Then we have

ne(2) < ppp)(f(2)), Vz € 0B.
In particular,

o=t if 2 € 0B\ Q.
PRI <dpp -1, ifz€dBNQy,



44 XITAOGUANG WANG, YONGCHENG YIN, AND JINSONG ZENG

where £ € N is chosen so that f*(B) is fized.
Proof. By Lemma [8.1] one has
1B(2) < ppp)(f(2)), VB € Comp(By),Vz € 0B.
For z € 9B NSy, let £ € N be chosen so that f*(z) = oo and f*(B) fixed,
then
1B(z) < pye(p)y(00) = dpe(py) — 1.

To prove pp(z) =1 for z € 9B\ §y, it suffices to consider the fixed case:
f(B) = B. In this case, for any z € 0B\ Qy, if up(z) > 2, then there
are two internal rays Rp(t1), Rp(te), with t1 < to, landing at z. It follows
that Rp(t1), Rp(t2) are contained in the same component of C — I'g, where
I'p= UOSdeB—Q RB(/C/(dB - 1)) This implies that

0<to—1 <1/(d3—1).

It follows that for all k& > 0, the two rays Rp(dt1), Rp(d%ts) land at
the common point f¥(z). On the other hand, the assumption z € 9B\ Qf
implies for kg > 1, satisfying that

Ao (ty —t1) > 1/(dp — 1) > d0 7 ta — t1),

the rays RB(d’Z?tl), RB(dlg)tQ) are contained in different components of C —
I'p, hence can not land at the same point. This is a contradiction. [l

As consequence of Corollary if dpe(py =2, we have pp(z) =1 for all
z € 0B. This fact can be stated in the following form:

Corollary 8.3. For any B € Comp(By) which is eventually iterated to an
immediate root basin By with dg, = 2, the boundary OB 1is a Jordan curve.

We remark that for Corollary when f(B) = B and dp > 3, it can
happen that for some z € 9B N )y, the strict inequality

pp(z) <dp—1

holds. Figure [I7] provides such an example. In fact, we have an even more
interesting example.

Example 8.1. It can also happen that for some B € Comp(B¢) which is
eventually iterated to an immediate root basin By with dp, > 2, and such
that B # By, the boundary 0B is a Jordan curve.

Figure [1§] gives an example of degree five Newton map f, with an imme-
diate root basin By such that dp, = 3. For this example, the boundary of
any B € Comp(By) \ {Bo} is a Jordan curve.
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FiGUureE 17. This degree four Newton map f sends points
29+ 21 — 29 = 0o and Fatou components B’ — B+ B. As
shown above, z; has two non-homotopic accesses 1,2 from
B, while z9 has one access 75 from B and another access ~{
from B’, here f(v;) = v, k € {1,2}.

Ficure 18. There are two internal rays in By converging to
00. The union of their closures gives a Jordan curve ~. Its
preimage f~!(7) consists of three Jordan curves: one is 7;
the other two are mapped onto v by degree two, hence each
encloses a critical point.

8.2. Concluding remarks. There are two by-products of our whole proof:

(1) The Julia set J(f) of a non-renormalizable Newton map f is locally
connected.
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(2) A wandering contz’nuunﬁ E C J(f) of the Newton map f will even-
tually be iterated into the filled Julia set of a renormalization.

To see (1), it suffices to observe that for a non-renormalizable Newton
map f, each periodic end is a singleton (by Lemma. Combining Section
[6], we see that all possible type of ends are trivial.

To see (2), note that co ¢ E, which implies that E is contained in some
end e. If e is wandering, then it is trivial by Section [6] This is impossible
because F is a continuum. So e is pre-periodic. By Lemmal7.1], for some k& >
0, the end f*(e) is periodic and equal to a filled Julia set of a renormalization.
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