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Abstract

We prove sharp results about recurrent behaviour of orbits of forward compositions
of inner functions, inspired by fundamental results about iterates of inner functions, and
give examples to illustrate behaviours that cannot occur in the simpler case of iteration.

A result of Fernández, Melián and Pestana gives a precise version of the classical
Poincaré recurrence theorem for iterates of the boundary extension of an inner function
that fixes 0. We generalise this to forward composition sequences Fn = fn◦· · ·◦f1, n ∈ N,
where fn are inner functions that fix 0, giving conditions on the contraction of (Fn) so
that the radial boundary extension Fn hits any shrinking target of arcs (In) of a given
size.

Next, Aaronson, and also Doering and Mañé, gave a remarkable dichotomy for iterates
of any inner function, showing that the behaviour of the boundary extension is of two
entirely different types, depending on the size of the sequence (|fn(0)|). In earlier work,
we showed that one part of this dichotomy holds in the non-autonomous setting of forward
compositions.

It turns out that this dichotomy is closely related to the result of Fernández, Melián
and Pestana, and here we show that a version of the second part of the dichotomy holds
in the non-autonomous setting provided we impose a condition on the contraction of (Fn)
in relation to the size of the sequence (|Fn(0)|). The techniques we use include a strong
version of the second Borel–Cantelli lemma and strong mixing results of Pommerenke for
contracting sequences of inner functions. We give examples to show that the contraction
conditions that we need to impose in the non-autonomous setting are best possible.

1 Introduction

Classical ergodic theory concerns the behaviour of the iterates T n, n ∈ N, of a transforma-
tion T on a space X, which is measure-preserving in the sense that the measure of T−1(E) is
identical to that of E for all measurable sets E ⊂ X, with a focus on properties such as recur-
rence, mixing, ergodicity, exactness, etc. Less research has so far been carried out on ergodic
theory in the non-autonomous setting when compositions of sequences of measure-preserving
transformations are considered instead of iterates of one particular transformation. In this
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paper we focus on ergodic theory for such compositions, in particular for forward composi-
tions of radial boundary extensions of inner functions; an inner function f is a holomorphic
self-map of the unit disc D = {z : |z| < 1} whose radial boundary extension, which we also
denote by f , maps ∂D to ∂D, apart from a set of measure 0.

A foundational result in ergodic theory is the Poincaré recurrence theorem, a strong con-
sequence of which can be stated as follows; see [FMP07, Theorem A’], for example.

Theorem 1.1. Let (X, d) be a separable metric space, µ a positive measure on X normalised
so µ(X) = 1, and T : X → X a measure-preserving transformation which is also ergodic
(that is, for every measurable E ⊂ X with E = T−1(E) we have µ(E) = 0 or µ(X \E) = 0).

Then, for every x0 ∈ X,

lim inf
n→∞

d(T n(x), x0) = 0, for µ-almost every x ∈ X. (1.1)

In particular, almost every orbit under T is dense in X.

If T is the boundary extension of an inner function f such that f(0) = 0 then T is (Lebesgue)
measure-preserving; see Lemma 2.5. Following [IU23], we say that an inner function f satis-
fying f(0) = 0 is centred.

In this centred case, and assuming that f is not a rotation, Fernández et al [FMP07,
Theorem 2] proved the following version of Theorem 1.1 with a stronger conclusion. Here,
and subsequently, we denote the radial boundary extension of an inner function f by the
same letter.

Theorem 1.2. Let f be a centred inner function such that |f ′(0)| < 1. Then, for any positive
decreasing sequence (rn) such that

∑∞
n=1 rn = ∞ and every ζ0 ∈ ∂D, we have

lim inf
n→∞

|fn(ζ)− ζ0|/rn ≤ 1, for almost every ζ ∈ ∂D. (1.2)

The proof uses the fact that in this situation the radial boundary values of f satisfy a
certain strong mixing property due to Pommerenke, which we describe in Section 2.

Estimates such as (1.2) can be thought of as examples of ‘shrinking target’ results, where
we study the set of points whose orbits hit a shrinking sequence of sets infinitely often, a
concept introduced by Hill and Velani [HV95, Theorems 1–4] in the context of the behaviour
of orbits lying in the Julia set of an expanding rational map. Since then, the notion of
shrinking targets has played a major role in ergodic theory and its applications; see, for
example, [AP19], [BK24], [KKP20].

There are two main aims of this paper. The first is to identify conditions (ideally best
possible) under which shrinking target results of this type hold for non-autonomous systems
of forward composition sequences Fn = fn ◦ · · · ◦ f1, where each fn, n ∈ N is a centred inner
function. It is useful here to adopt a rather general definition of shrinking target.

Definition 1.3. A target is a sequence (In) of arcs of ∂D, not necessarily nested and not
necessarily shrinking in length. The target is shrinking if |In| → 0 as n → ∞, where |In|
denotes the length of the arc In.

Let Fn be inner functions for n ∈ N and let ζ ∈ ∂D. The sequence (Fn(ζ)) hits the target
(In) if we have Fn(ζ) ∈ In infinitely often; that is,

ζ ∈ lim sup
n→∞

F−1
n (In) :=

∞⋂

N=1

∞⋃

n=N

F−1
n (In).

We start with the following theorem, which is easy to prove, in which the arcs in the
shrinking target have finite total length; note that the functions Fn in this result are not
necessarily forward compositions and also not necessarily inner functions.
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Theorem A. Let (Fn) be a sequence of holomorphic self-maps of D such that Fn(0) = 0 for
n ∈ N and suppose that (In) is a shrinking target in ∂D such that

∞∑

n=1

|In| < ∞.

Then (Fn(ζ)) fails to hit (In) for almost all ζ ∈ ∂D.

The case of shrinking targets (In) for which
∑∞

n=1 |In| is divergent, corresponding to the
condition

∑∞
n=1 rn = ∞ in Theorem 1.2, is more interesting and we will focus on this condition

in the context of forward compositions of centred inner functions.

Before doing so, we mention the other main aim of our work, which arises from a striking
dichotomy obtained by Aaronson [Aar78] and by Doering and Mañé [DM91] showing that
iterates of the boundary values of a general inner function f (without the restriction that
f(0) = 0) behave in two entirely different ways, depending on the proximity of the orbits of
interior points to ∂D. In [BEF+24] we made progress on extending this dichotomy to the
non-autonomous setting and here we use our results on shrinking targets to obtain significant
new results which show that in the non-autonomous case there are interesting differences
from the case of iteration of a single inner function.

In [BEF+24] we introduced a classification of forward compositions of holomorphic maps
based on the extent to which these sequences contract the hyperbolic metric; see also [BEF+22],
where we introduced this classification in the context of wandering domains of transcenden-
tal entire functions. In particular, we say that such a forward composition sequence (Fn) is
contracting if the hyperbolic distance between Fn(z) and Fn(z

′) tends to 0 as n → ∞ for any
(and therefore every) distinct pair z, z′ ∈ D. Examples in [BEF+24, Section 8] show that for
forward compositions of inner functions we can only hope to obtain a dichotomy of the type
given in [Aar78] and [DM91] by assuming that these forward compositions are contracting.

In the situation where Fn = fn ◦ · · · ◦ f1 is a forward composition of self-maps of D, the
sequence (Fn) is contracting if and only if

λn . . . λ1 → 0 as n → ∞, or equivalently,

∞∑

n=1

(1− λn) = ∞, (1.3)

where λn is the hyperbolic distortion of fn at Fn−1(0), given by

λn =
ρD(Fn(0))|f

′
n(Fn−1(0))|

ρD(Fn−1(0))
; (1.4)

see [BEF+24, Theorem 7.2]. Here ρD(z) denotes the hyperbolic density at z ∈ D. In this
situation, we always take F0 to be the identity map. In the case when the functions fn fix 0,
we have λn = |f ′

n(0)|.

We now return to the question of whether shrinking targets are hit by forward compositions
of centred inner functions. We have the following basic dichotomy, which follows from another
result of Pommerenke given in Section 2.

Theorem B. Let Fn = fn ◦ · · · ◦ f1, n ∈ N, be a contracting forward composition of centred
inner functions and let (In) be any shrinking target. Then

{ζ ∈ ∂D : (Fn(ζ)) hits (In)}

has either full measure or zero measure in ∂D.
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We give examples in Section 6 which show that this dichotomy does not hold if we omit
the contracting hypothesis.

Theorem B tells us that whenever (In) is a shrinking target and (Fn) is a contracting
forward composition of centred inner functions, then either (Fn(ζ)) hits (In) almost always
or (Fn(ζ)) hits (In) almost never, and Theorem A tells us that the latter is the case whenever∑∞

n=1 |In| < ∞.

Therefore, when studying shrinking targets for which
∑∞

n=1 |In| = ∞, it makes sense to deal
with forward compositions of centred inner functions that are contracting. We start with the
uniformly contracting case where there is a uniform bound on |f ′

n(0)|, as is the case for the
iteration of a single inner function in Theorem 1.2. We prove that such forward compositions
almost always hit any shrinking target (In) such that

∑∞
n=1 |In| = ∞. This is a generalisation

of Theorem 1.2.

Theorem C. Let fn be centred inner functions with |f ′
n(0)| ≤ λ < 1 for n ∈ N, and let

Fn = fn ◦ · · · ◦ f1. Then, for any shrinking target (In) in ∂D that satisfies

∞∑

n=1

|In| = ∞, (1.5)

the sequence (Fn(ζ)) hits (In) for almost every ζ ∈ ∂D.

The uniform bound on |f ′
n(0)| in the hypothesis of Theorem C allows us to give a similar

proof to that of Theorem 1.2 in [FMP07]. Both proofs rely on the strong mixing result of
Pommerenke, mentioned earlier, though in our proof we appeal to a version of the second
Borel–Cantelli lemma due to Philipp rather than the Paley–Zygmund inequality used in
[FMP07].

Theorem C is best possible, in the sense that if λn → 1− as n → ∞ in such a way that
λn . . . λ1 → 0 as n → ∞, then there is a shrinking target (In) that satisfies (1.5) and a
(contracting) composition of centred inner functions (fn) such that |f ′

n(0)| = λn for n ∈ N,
and Fn = fn ◦ · · · ◦ f1 fails to hit (In); see Example 6.6. In particular, it is not the case that
any contracting composition of centred inner functions must almost always hit any shrinking
target for which

∑∞
n=1 |In| = ∞.

The following more general result suggests that the smaller a shrinking target is, with∑∞
n=1 |In| = ∞, the greater the amount of contraction that is required to hit the target.

Theorem D. For n ∈ N, let fn be centred inner functions |f ′
n(0)| = λn = 1 − µn, and let

Fn = fn ◦ · · · ◦ f1. Then, for any shrinking target (In) in ∂D that satisfies

∞∑

n=1

µn|In| = ∞, (1.6)

the sequence (Fn(ζ)) hits (In) for almost all ζ ∈ ∂D.

Note that condition (1.6) implies that
∑∞

n=1 µn = ∞, so (Fn) is contracting, and it also
implies that

∑∞
n=1 |In| = ∞.

In the proof of Theorem D, we obtain a slightly more general sufficient condition than (1.6)
which is somewhat more complicated to state and apply; see Theorem 4.1. However, we will
show that (1.6) is, at least when the sequence (|In|) is decreasing, a best possible condition
for determining how large a (shrinking) target needs to be in order to ensure that any given
contracting forward composition of centred inner functions almost always hits the target; see
Example 6.2.

Remark 1.4. Theorem D will be deduced from Theorem C by arranging the functions fn in
suitable consecutive blocks. Note, however, that Theorem C is a special case of Theorem D.
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Given any contracting forward composition sequence (Fn), we can find lengths ln with
limn→∞ ln = 0 and

∑∞
n=1 µnln = ∞. Theorem D then shows that (Fn(ζ)) almost always hits

any shrinking target (In) such that |In| = ln for n ∈ N. We immediately deduce the following
corollary.

Corollary 1.5. For n ∈ N, let fn be centred inner functions such that Fn = fn ◦ · · · ◦ f1 is
contracting. Then the following equivalent properties hold:

(a) for every ζ0 ∈ ∂D, we have lim infn→∞ |Fn(ζ)− ζ0| = 0, for almost every ζ ∈ ∂D;

(b) for every arc I ⊂ ∂D of positive length, Fn(ζ) ∈ I infinitely often, for almost every
ζ ∈ ∂D;

(c) (Fn(ζ)) is dense in ∂D, for almost every ζ ∈ ∂D.

Here is a summary of our results concerning which forward compositions of centred inner
functions hit shrinking targets.

Summary 1.6. Let Fn = fn ◦ · · · ◦ f1, n ∈ N, where fn are centred inner functions, and λn

are defined as in (1.4) with µn = 1− λn.

(a) If
∑∞

n=1 |In| < ∞, then (Fn(ζ) fails to hit (In) for almost every ζ ∈ ∂D, by Theorem A.

(b) If
∑∞

n=1 µn|In| = ∞, then (Fn) is contracting and (Fn(ζ)) hits (In) for almost every
ζ ∈ ∂D, by Theorem D.

(c) If
∑∞

n=1 |In| = ∞ and
∑∞

n=1 µn|In| < ∞, then examples show that either of the conclu-
sions in cases (a) and (b) is possible for contracting (Fn).

We now return to the dichotomy for iterates of inner functions due to Aaronson [Aar78],
and also to Doering and Mañé [DM91]. One version of the dichotomy is the following.

Theorem 1.7 (ADM dichotomy). Let f : D → D be an inner function with a Denjoy–Wolff
point p ∈ D.

(a) If
∑

n≥0(1 − |fn(0)|) < ∞, then p ∈ ∂D and limn→∞ fn(ζ) = p for almost every
ζ ∈ ∂D.

(b) If
∑

n≥0(1− |fn(0)|) = ∞, then (fn(ζ)) is dense in ∂D for almost every ζ ∈ ∂D.

We observe that part (a) of the ADM dichotomy was generalised in [BMS05, part (a) of
Theorem 4.1] from iterates of inner functions to iterates of holomorphic self-maps of ∂D, and
then generalised even further in [BEF+24, Theorems A and B]; in particular, for arbitrary
sequences of holomorphic self-maps of D, we have the following result.

Theorem E. Let Fn, n ∈ N, be a sequence of holomorphic self-maps of D and suppose that

∞∑

n=0

(1− |Fn(0)|) < ∞. (1.7)

Then for almost all ζ ∈ ∂D we have

dist (Fn(ζ), Fn(0)) → 0 as n → ∞. (1.8)

Remark 1.8. Note that in the condition (1.7) the orbit (Fn(0) can be replaced by any orbit
(Fn(z0)), where z0 ∈ D. This follows from [BEF+24, Theorem 3.3], which shows that if one
orbit converges to ∂D, then all orbits converge to the boundary together at the same rate.
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In [BEF+24], we introduced the name Denjoy–Wolff set for the set of points ζ ∈ ∂D that
satisfy (1.8); with this terminology, Theorem E states that the Denjoy–Wolff set has full
measure.

Theorem E can be deduced directly from Theorem A, and we give the details in Section 5
for the reader’s convenience and to show the connection between the failure to hit certain
shrinking targets, when the self-maps of D are centred, and non-recurrent behaviour, when
the orbits tend to ∂D quickly.

The situation is less clear when it comes to part (b) of Theorem 1.7. In [BEF+24] we showed
by example that an analogue of part (b) cannot hold in general for sequences of holomophic
self-maps of D, even for sequences of forward compositions of inner functions, but it may hold
in some cases.

For iterates of an inner function, if the hypotheses of Theorem 1.7, part (b) hold, then
the sequence of iterates (fn) must be contracting; see [BMS05, Lemma 2.6, part (b)] or the
discussion in [BEF+24, Section 8], for example. So it seemed plausible to ask in [BEF+24]
whether an analogue of Theorem 1.7, part (b) might hold for contracting forward compositions
of inner functions. In fact, the situation turns out to be more complicated than expected
and there are even examples of contracting forward compositions of inner functions satisfying∑∞

n=1(1−|Fn(0)|) = ∞ for which the conclusion of Theorem E holds (see Example 6.9), thus
answering [BEF+24, Question 10.1] in the negative.

On the other hand, by using Theorem B we can show that recurrent behaviour on ∂D does
occur if the rates of contraction are sufficiently large compared to the sequence (1− |Fn(0)|)
and so obtain Theorem F, a version of Theorem 1.7, part (b).

Theorem F. Let Fn = fn ◦ · · · ◦ f1, n ∈ N, where fn are inner functions. Let λn be defined
as in (1.4) and put µn = 1− λn. If

∞∑

n=1

µn(1− |Fn(0)|) = ∞, (1.9)

then (Fn(ζ)) is dense in ∂D for almost every ζ ∈ ∂D, and the Denjoy–Wolff set of (Fn) has
measure 0.

Once again, note that condition (1.9) implies that
∑∞

n=1(1 − |Fn(0)|) = ∞ and also that∑∞
n=1 µn = ∞, so (Fn) is contracting.

Remark 1.9. In both Theorem E and Theorem F, the orbit (Fn(0)) in D may tend to the
boundary, and it may do so in such a way that it accumulates at every point of ∂D, in which
case almost all boundary orbits might be dense under (Fn) just because they follow interior
orbits. To see the difference between the two situations, we can normalise the sequence
(Fn) by introducing rotations (Rn) mapping Fn(0) to |Fn(0)| and define the related forward
composition sequence

Gn = gn ◦ · · · ◦ g1, where gn = Rn ◦ fn ◦R−1
n−1,

so that (Gn(0)) lies on the positive real axis and limn→∞Gn(0) = 1. Note that if (Fn)
satisfies (1.7) in Theorem E, so does (Gn), and we obtain that limn→∞Gn(ζ) = 1 for almost
every ζ ∈ ∂D, which in this case implies that the Denjoy–Wolff set of (Gn) has full measure.
However, if (Fn) satisfies (1.9) in Theorem F, and hence (Gn) does too, it follows that almost
all orbits in ∂D are dense under (Gn); hence, in this case, the Denjoy–Wolff set of (Gn) has
measure 0.

Remark 1.10. The summability conditions in Theorem E and Theorem F are expressed in
terms of the orbit of 0 under Fn, but they are in fact independent of the initial point, with
λn = 1 − µn defined to be a function of the initial point, say z0 ∈ D, rather than 0. This
holds because:
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• by the Schwarz-Pick lemma, Fn(z0) lies in a hyperbolic disc with centre Fn(0) and
radius distD(0, z0), the hyperbolic distance from 0 to z0;

• by [BM07, Theorem 11.2], the hyperbolic distortion λn(z0) lies in a hyperbolic disc with
centre λn(0) and radius 2 distD(0, z0).

We will show that (1.9) is in fact a sharp condition on (µn) for ensuring that if (Fn) is any
contracting forward composition of inner functions such that

∑∞
n=1(1 − |Fn(0)|) = ∞, then

almost all boundary orbits for (Fn) are dense in ∂D, as stated in Theorem F; see Example 6.8
and Example 6.9. The latter example has the properties that

∞∑

n=1

(1− |Fn(0)|) = ∞,

∞∑

n=1

µn(1− |Fn(0)|) < ∞,

∞∑

n=1

µn = ∞, (1.10)

and Fn(z) → 1 as n → ∞, for all z ∈ D and almost all z ∈ ∂D; that is, the Denjoy–Wolff set
of (Fn) has full measure, the opposite conclusion to that of Theorem F.

On the other hand, under the same conditions as in (1.10), there exist examples of sequences
of forward compositions of inner functions such that almost all boundary orbits are dense for
(Fn); see Example 6.10.

Here is a summary of our extension of the ADM dichotomy to forward compositions of
inner functions.

Summary 1.11. Let Fn = fn ◦ · · · ◦ f1, n ∈ N, where fn, n ∈ N, are inner functions, and λn

are defined as in (1.4) with µn = 1− λn.

(a) If
∑∞

n=1(1 − |Fn(0)|) < ∞, then the Denjoy–Wolff set of (Fn) has full measure in ∂D,
by Theorem E.

(b) If
∑∞

n=1 µn(1 − |Fn(0)|) = ∞, then (Fn) is contracting, almost all boundary orbits for
(Fn) are dense in ∂D, and the Denjoy–Wolff set of (Fn) has measure 0, by Theorem F.

(c) If
∑∞

n=1(1 − |Fn(0)|) = ∞ and
∑∞

n=1 µn(1 − |Fn(0)|) < ∞, then examples show that
either of the conclusions in cases (a) and (b) is possible for contracting (Fn).

Remark 1.12. We expect some of the results for forward compositions of inner functions in
this paper to have analogues for forward compositions of holomorphic maps between general
simply connected domains, which is the setting used in [BEF+24], and in particular for
simply connected wandering domains of transcendental entire functions. For simplicity, we
have restricted the treatment here to inner functions.

Finally, our results suggest that the following question should be investigated. For con-
tracting forward compositions of inner functions, normalised so that the orbit of 0 lies on the
positive real axis and converges to 1, is it the case that exactly one of these two cases must
occur:

(a) Fn(ζ) → 1 as n → ∞ for almost all ζ ∈ ∂D;

(b) (Fn(ζ)) is dense in ∂D for almost all ζ ∈ ∂D?

We remark that if either case (a) or case (b) occurs for all ζ in a subset of ∂D of posi-
tive measure, then the same case must hold for almost all ζ ∈ D; this follows easily from
Lemma 2.3.

As this paper was being finalised, we learnt of recent interesting work by Ferreira and
Nicolau on forward composition sequences of centred inner functions in which they define
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and characterise the concept of ‘ergodicity’ for such sequences (see [FN24]); this concept may
have a role to play in investigating the above question.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section 2 we state known results needed in
our proofs and in Section 3, we prove Theorems A, B and C. Then, in Section 4, we prove a
result that includes Theorem D. In Section 5, we prove Theorems E and F, and in Section 6
we give examples to show that our results are sharp.

2 Preliminary lemmas

To prove Theorems A, B and C, we need several key lemmas. We start with two Borel–
Cantelli lemmas, the first of which is entirely standard.

Lemma 2.1 (First Borel–Cantelli lemma). Let En be a sequence of measurable subsets of
∂D, such that

∑∞
n=1 |En| < ∞. Then the set E of points that belong to En for infinitely

many n satisfies

|E| =

∣∣∣∣∣

∞⋂

N=1

∞⋃

n=N

En

∣∣∣∣∣ = 0.

In the standard second Borel–Cantelli lemma,
∑∞

n=1 |En| = ∞ and the probabilistic as-
sumption of independence is required to show that almost all points lie in infinitely many of
the sets En. In our context, we use a version due to Philipp; see [Phi67, Theorem 3].

Lemma 2.2 (Second Borel–Cantelli Lemma). Let En be measurable sets in [0, 1]. Let A(N,x)
be the number of n ≤ N such that x ∈ En and let ϕ(N) =

∑
n≤N |En|. Suppose there exist

ck > 0, with
∑

ck < ∞, such that for all n > m

|En ∩ Em| ≤ |En||Em|+ |En|cn−m.

Then, for ε > 0 and almost every x ∈ X,

A(N,x) = ϕ(N) +O(ϕ(N)1/2 logϕ(N)3/2+ε) as N → ∞.

In particular, if
∑∞

n=1 |En| = ∞, then A(N,x) → ∞ as N → ∞ for almost every x ∈ X.

In relation to inner functions, we need the following ergodic theory result of Pommerenke.

Lemma 2.3 (Pommerenke contracting lemma). Let (Fn) be a sequence of inner functions
and suppose that (Fn) is contracting.

If there are measurable subsets L and Ln, n ∈ N, of ∂D, such that L = F−1
n (Ln), for n ∈ N,

up to a set of measure 0, then L has either full or zero measure with respect to ∂D.

Lemma 2.3 follows from a strong mixing theorem due to Pommerenke; see [Pom81, Theo-
rem 1 and its discussion] and also [BEF+24, Theorem 7.4].

We need another mixing result, also given by Pommerenke [Pom81, Lemma 3], concerning
centred inner functions that satisfy a uniform contraction condition.

Lemma 2.4 (Pommerenke uniform contracting lemma). Let fn be centred inner functions
with |f ′

n(0)| ≤ λ < 1 for all n ∈ N, and let Fn = fn ◦ · · · ◦ f1. Then, for some absolute K > 0
we have that ∣∣∣∣

|A ∩ F−1
n (E)|

|E|
−

|A|

2π

∣∣∣∣ ≤ K exp

(
−
1− λ

84
n

)
, for n ∈ N,

for all arcs A and measurable sets E in ∂D with |E| > 0.
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We remark that it is possible (and useful) to allow the sets E and A in Lemma 2.4 to vary
depending on n when applying Lemma 2.4.

Finally, we need Löwner’s lemma, which can be found in [Pom92, Proposition 4.15] and
[BCDM20, Theorem 7.1.8 and Proposition 7.1.4 part (4)]. The case of equality for inner
functions can be found in [DM91, Corollary 1.5(b)], for example. Here we denote the harmonic
measure of a Borel set A in the boundary of a domain U by ω(z,A,U).

Lemma 2.5 (Löwner’s lemma). Let f be a holomorphic self-map of D and let S ⊂ ∂D be a
Borel set. Then

ω(z, f−1(S),D) ≤ ω(f(z), S,D), for z ∈ D, (2.1)

with equality if f is an inner function.

3 Proofs of Theorems A, B and C

We start by proving Theorem A, which states that if (Fn) is a sequence of holomorphic
self-maps of D such that Fn(0) = 0 for n ∈ N and (In) is a shrinking target in ∂D such that

∞∑

n=1

|In| < ∞,

then (Fn(ζ)) fails to hit (In) for almost all ζ ∈ ∂D. This is a straightforward consequence of
Löwner’s lemma and the first Borel–Cantelli lemma.

Proof of Theorem A. By Löwner’s lemma, we have |F−1
n (In)| ≤ |In|, for n ∈ N, so

∞∑

n=1

|F−1
n (In)| ≤

∞∑

n=1

|In| < ∞.

Thus the set of points that lie in infinitely many of the sets En := F−1
n (In) has measure 0 by

the first Borel–Cantelli lemma.

Next, Theorem B states that if Fn = fn◦· · ·◦f1, n ∈ N, is a contracting forward composition
of centred inner functions and (In) is any shrinking target, then

{ζ ∈ ∂D : (Fn(ζ)) hits (In)}

has full or zero measure in ∂D.

Proof of Theorem B. First, define

L = {ζ ∈ ∂D : (Fn(ζ)) hits (In)},

and, for each m ≥ 1,

Lm := {ζ ∈ ∂D : (fm+n ◦ · · · ◦ fm+1(ζ)) hits (Im+n)}. (3.1)

Then, by definition,

L = F−1
m (Lm), for m ∈ N. (3.2)

So, since (Fn) is contracting, we can apply Lemma 2.3 to deduce that L has either full or
zero measure in ∂D, as required.
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Theorem C states that if fn are centred inner functions with |f ′
n(0)| ≤ λ < 1 for n ∈ N,

Fn = fn ◦ · · · ◦ f1, and (In) is a shrinking target that satisfies

∞∑

n=1

|In| = ∞, (3.3)

then the sequence (Fn(ζ)) hits (In) for almost every ζ ∈ ∂D.

Proof of Theorem C. For n ∈ N, put En = F−1
n (In). Then

{ζ ∈ ∂D : Fn(ζ) ∈ In infinitely often} = {ζ ∈ ∂D : ζ ∈ En infinitely often} =
⋂

N≥1

⋃

n≥N

En.

We must show that this set has full measure.

By Lemma 2.5 we have ω(0, En,D) = ω(0, In,D), for n ∈ N. Thus

|En| = |In|, for n ∈ N, so

∞∑

n=1

|En| = ∞, (3.4)

by (3.3). Since ∂D has Lebesgue measure 2π, it suffices to prove that

1

2π
|En ∩ Em| ≤

(
1

2π
|En|

)(
1

2π
|Em|

)
+ |En| cn−m, (3.5)

where
∑∞

p=1 cp < ∞. Indeed, Lemma 2.2 will then imply that almost every ζ ∈ ∂D lies in En

infinitely often, and the result follows.

Let n = m+ p, where p ≥ 1. Then, since Fm+p = fm+p ◦ · · · ◦ fm+1 ◦ Fm, we have

Em ∩ Em+p = F−1
m (Im ∩ (f−1

m+1 ◦ · · · ◦ f
−1
m+p(Im+p))).

Thus,

|Em ∩ Em+p| = 2πω(0, Em ∩ Em+p,D)

= 2πω(0, Im ∩ (f−1
m+1 ◦ · · · ◦ f

−1
m+p(Im+p)),D)

= |Im ∩ (f−1
m+1 ◦ · · · ◦ f

−1
m+p(Im+p))|, (3.6)

by Lemma 2.5.

We now apply Lemma 2.4 with A = Im, E = Im+p, c = (1−λ)/84 and the p inner functions
fm+p, . . . , fm+1. In this application, m is fixed and p is the running index. We obtain

∣∣∣∣∣
|Im ∩ (f−1

m+1 ◦ · · · ◦ f
−1
m+p(Im+p))|

|Im+p|
−

|Im|

2π

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ Ke−cp,

for all m, p ∈ N. Hence

|Im ∩ (f−1
m+1 ◦ · · · ◦ f

−1
m+p(Im+p))| ≤

1

2π
|Im||Im+p|+ |Im+p|Ke−cp. (3.7)

Combining (3.4), (3.6) and (3.7) gives

|Em ∩Em+p| ≤
1

2π
|Em||Em+p|+ |Em+p|Ke−cp,

which is (3.5). The result now follows from Lemma 2.2.
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4 Proof of Theorem D

In this section, we use Theorem C to prove Theorem D, which is part (b) of the following
more general result. This concerns non-uniform contraction of a forward composition of inner
functions and relates in various ways the size of the contraction to the size of the shrinking
target that a given forward composition will hit.

Theorem 4.1. For n ∈ N, let fn be centred inner functions with |f ′
n(0)| = λn = 1− µn, let

Fn = fn ◦ · · · ◦ f1, and let In ⊂ ∂D.

(a) Suppose that
∑∞

n=1 µn = ∞. Let nk to be the least positive integer such that

µ1 + · · · + µnk
∈ [k, k + 1), for k ≥ 1. (4.1)

Set m0 = 0, and for k ≥ 1 choose mk with nk ≤ mk < nk+1, such that

|Imk
| = max{|In| : nk ≤ n < nk+1}. (4.2)

If
∑∞

k=1 |Imk
| = ∞, then (Fn(ζ)) hits (In) for almost every ζ ∈ ∂D.

(b) If
∑∞

n=1 µn|In| = ∞, then (Fn(ζ)) hits (In) for almost every ζ ∈ ∂D.

(c) Suppose that |In| ≤ c < 1 for n ∈ N and
∑∞

n=1 |In| = ∞. Let nk be the least positive
integer such that

|I1|+ · · · + |Ink
| ∈ [k, k + 1), for k ≥ 1, (4.3)

and choose mk, with nk ≤ mk < nk+1 − 1, such that

µmk
= min{µn : nk ≤ n < nk+1 − 1}. (4.4)

If
∑∞

k=1 µmk
= ∞, then (Fn(ζ)) hits (In) for almost every ζ ∈ ∂D.

Proof. We first prove part (a) and then show that part (a) implies part (b), which in turn
implies part (c).

In part (a), we can assume that at least one of the series
∑∞

k=1 |Im2k
|,

∑∞
k=1 |Im2k+1

| is
divergent. The argument is similar in both cases and here we assume the first series is
divergent.

Since, for every k ≥ 1,

n2k ≤ m2k < n2k+1,

it follows from the choice of nk in (4.1) that

m2(k−1)∑

i=1

µi ≤

n2k−1−1∑

i=1

µi < 2k − 1 and

m2k∑

i=1

µi ≥

n2k∑

i=1

µi ≥ 2k.

Hence, by subtracting these two inequalities, we obtain

µ(m2k−2+1) + · · ·+ µm2k
≥ 1.

It follows that

λ(m2k−2+1) . . . λm2k
= (1− µ(m2k−2+1)) · · · (1− µm2k

) ≤ e
−(µ(m2k−2+1)+···+µm2k

)
≤ e−1.

If we now set, for k ≥ 1,

gk = fm2k
◦ · · · ◦ f(m2k−2+1),
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then we have gk(0) = 0 and |g′k(0)| = λm2k−2+1 · · ·λm2k
≤ e−1. Thus the sequence

Gk = gk ◦ · · · ◦ g1, k ≥ 1,

is uniformly contracting.

Since
∑∞

k=1 |Im2k
| = ∞, it follows from Theorem A that {ζ ∈ ∂D : Gk(ζ) ∈ Im2k

, infinitely often}
has full measure. SinceGk = Fm2k

, we deduce that {ζ ∈ ∂D : Fm2k
(ζ) ∈ Im2k

, infinitely often}
has full measure, which gives the result.

Part (b) follows from part (a) because

µn|In| ≤ µn|Imk
|, for nk ≤ n < nk+1,

and, by (4.1),

µnk
+ · · ·+ µnk+1−1 ≤ 2, for k ≥ 1,

so, by (4.2),

∞ =

∞∑

n=n1

µn|In| =

∞∑

k=1

nk+1−1∑

n=nk

µn|In| ≤

∞∑

k=1




nk+1−1∑

n=nk

µn


 |Imk

| ≤ 2

∞∑

k=1

|Imk
|,

as required.

Finally we show that part (c) follows from part (b). Indeed, since |In| ≤ c < 1 for n ∈ N,
we have, by the choice of nk in (4.3), that

nk+1−1∑

n=nk

|In| ≥ 1− c, for k ≥ 1.

Thus, by (4.4),

∞ =

∞∑

k=1

µmk
≤

1

1− c

∞∑

k=1

µmk




nk+1−1∑

n=nk

|In|


 ≤

1

1− c

∞∑

k=1

nk+1−1∑

n=nk

µn|In| =
1

1− c

∞∑

n=n1

µn|In|,

as required.

5 Proofs of Theorems E and F

To start with, we prove the following theorem which gives a connection between the property
that almost every boundary orbit is dense and the property of hitting a shrinking target. It
shows that almost every boundary orbit being dense in ∂D for a given forward composition
(Fn) of inner functions is equivalent to the fact that a related forward composition of centred
inner functions (Gn) almost always hits certain shrinking targets on ∂D.

Theorem 5.1. Let fn be inner functions and Fn = fn ◦ · · · ◦ f1 for n ∈ N, and let λn be the
hyperbolic distortion of fn, as defined in (1.4). Let also

Mn(z) =
z + Fn(0)

1 + Fn(0)z
, for n ∈ N, (5.1)

and M0(z) = z, and put gn = M−1
n ◦ fn ◦Mn−1, n ∈ N, and Gn = gn ◦ · · · ◦ g1. Then

(a) gn(0) = 0 for all n;
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(b) for each n ∈ N, |g′n(0)| = λn, so (Gn) is contracting if and only if (Fn) has the same
property;

(c) almost every boundary orbit is dense for (Fn) if and only if (Gn(ζ)) almost always hits
every shrinking target of arcs of the form In = M−1

n (I), n ∈ N, for every arc I ⊂ ∂D;

(d) with I and In as in part (c), there exists a constant c(I) > 0 such that

|In| ≥ c(I)(1 − |Fn(0)|), for n ∈ N.

In particular, if (Gn(ζ)) almost always hits every shrinking target (Jn) with size |Jn| =
c(1− |Fn(0)|), where c > 0, then almost every boundary orbit (Fn(ζ)) is dense in ∂D.

Proof. Part (a) is straightforward, as is part (b), since

|g′n(0)| =
∣∣(M−1

n )′(Fn(0))f
′
n(Fn−1(0))M

′
n−1(0)

∣∣

=
ρD(0)

|M ′
n(0)|

|f ′
n(Fn−1(0))|

|M ′
n−1(0)|

ρD(0)

=
ρD(Fn(0))|f

′
n(Fn−1(0))|

ρD(Fn−1(0))
= λn.

Part (c) is also straightforward, in view of the equivalence of the properties in parts (b)
and (c) of Corollary 1.5, since, for all arcs I ⊂ ∂D and ζ ∈ ∂D,

Fn(ζ) = (Mn ◦Gn)(ζ) ∈ I if and only if Gn(ζ) ∈ In = M−1
n (I).

Let us prove (d). Consider an arc I = (eiθ, eiϕ), where θ < ϕ < θ+2π and let In = M−1
n (I)

be the arcs (eiθn , eiϕn), n ∈ N as in part (c). We can estimate the size of |In| by a direct
computation as

2 sin(12 |In|) = |eiϕn − eiθn | = |M−1
n (eiϕ)−M−1

n (eiθ)| =
(1− |Fn(0)|

2)|eiϕ − eiθ|

|Fn(0)− eiϕ||Fn(0) − eiθ|
. (5.2)

In particular,

|In| ≥
1

4
(1− |Fn(0)|

2)|eiϕ − eiθ| ≥ c(I)(1 − |Fn(0)|).

So if (Gn(ζ)) almost always hits every shrinking target (Jn) with |Jn| = c(1−|Fn(0)|), where
c > 0, we deduce that (Gn(ζ)) almost always hits every shrinking target (In) of the form
In = M−1

n (I), n ∈ N, for every arc I ⊂ ∂D. Hence almost every boundary orbit (Fn(ζ)) is
dense by part (c).

We now show how Theorem A can be applied to prove Theorem E, which states that if
Fn, n ∈ N, is a sequence of holomorphic self-maps of D and

∞∑

n=0

(1− |Fn(0)|) < ∞, (5.3)

then for almost all ζ ∈ ∂D we have

dist (Fn(ζ), Fn(0)) → 0 as n → ∞.

Proof of Theorem E. Let ζn = ei arg(Fn(0)), so dist(ζn, Fn(0)) = 1− |Fn(0)|.

Fix r > 0 arbitrary and consider the arcs

Jn(r) := D(ζn, r) ∩ ∂D, n ∈ N.
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Observe that Fn(0) ∈ D(ζn, r) for n > N large enough, where N = N(r). Define the set

E(r) := {ζ ∈ ∂D : Fn(ζ) ∈ Jn(r) for all n sufficiently large}.

We claim that E(r) has full measure, independently of the value of r.

Assuming that the claim is true, we choose a sequence rk → 0. Since E(r) is decreasing
in r, we have E :=

⋂
r E(r) =

⋂
k E(rk) is a countable intersection of full measure sets and

therefore E has full measure. On the other hand E coincides with the set of ζ ∈ ∂D such
that |Fn(ζ)− Fn(0)| → 0 and we are done.

To see the claim, observe that

E(r) = {ζ ∈ ∂D : (Fn(ζ)) does not hit (Jn(r)
c)},

where Jn(r)
c = ∂D \ Jn(r).

Now, we recall the Möbius transformations Mn introduced in (5.1), and define Gn :=
M−1

n ◦ Fn for n ∈ N, which are self-maps of D that fix the origin for all n. We deduce that

E(r) = {ζ ∈ ∂D : Gn(ζ) does not hit (In)}, where In := M−1
n (Jn(r)

c), n ∈ N.

Now, each arc In = M−1
n (Jn(r)

c) lies in ∂D directly opposite the point ζn, and it follows from
(5.2) that there exists a positive constant C(r) such that |In| ≤ C(r)(1− |Fn(0)|), for n ∈ N.
Thus,

∑
(1 − |Fn(0)|) < ∞ implies that

∑
|In| < ∞ and the claim follows from Theorem A

applied to the centred functions Gn.

We now show that Theorem F is a fairly immediate consequence of Theorem D and Theo-
rem 5.1. Theorem F states that if Fn = fn ◦ · · · ◦ f1, for n ∈ N, where fn are inner functions,
λn are defined as in (1.4), µn = 1− λn, and

∞∑

n=1

µn(1− |Fn(0)|) = ∞, (5.4)

then (Fn(ζ)) is dense in ∂D for almost all ζ ∈ ∂D.

Proof of Theorem F. Using the notation of Theorem 5.1, we deduce from part (b) of that
theorem that the hyperbolic distortion of fn at Fn−1(0) is |g

′
n(0)| and part (c) shows that the

density of almost all boundary orbits under (Fn) corresponds under the sequence of Möbius
transformations (Mn) to the property that (Gn(ζ)) almost always hits the shrinking target.
Part (d) of Theorem 5.1 states that for every arc I ⊂ ∂D, there is a constant c(I) > 0 such
that |In| ≥ c(I)(1 − |Fn(0)|), so

∞∑

n=1

µn(1− |Fn(0)|) = ∞ implies that

∞∑

n=1

µn|In| = ∞.

Thus, we can apply Theorem D to show that (Gn(ζ)) hits (In) for almost every ζ and hence
almost all boundary orbits for (Fn) are dense in ∂D

6 Examples

In this section we construct a number of examples to show the sharpness of our results.

First, Theorem B states that if Fn = fn◦· · ·◦f1, n ∈ N, is a contracting forward composition
of centred inner functions and (In) is a shrinking target, then

{ζ ∈ ∂D : (Fn(ζ)) hits (In)}

has either full measure or zero measure in ∂D. Our first example shows that the hypothesis
of contracting cannot be omitted from this theorem.
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Example 6.1 (Sharpness of Theorem B). There exits a shrinking target (In) and a sequence
of rotations Rn such that

(a) Rn(ζ) hits (In), for all ζ = eiθ, 0 ≤ θ ≤ π, but

(b) Rn(ζ) fails to hit (In), for all ζ = eiθ, π < θ < 2π.

Proof. For m ∈ N, let Im = {eiθ : π ≤ θ ≤ π + π/m} and for k = 0, . . . ,m− 1 let

Rm,k(z) = eπi(k+1)/mz and Im,k = {eiθ : π − π(k + 1)/m ≤ θ ≤ π − πk/m}.

Observe that for any m ∈ N, the sequence (Im,k)0≤k≤m−1 divides the arc [0, π] into m subarcs.
Then, for m ∈ N,

Rm,k(Im,k) = Im, for k = 1, . . . ,m.

Now we arrange the maps Rm,k into a single sequence Rn, where n = 1
2m(m − 1) + 1 + k,

0 ≤ k ≤ m− 1, m ∈ N. Then every eiθ with 0 ≤ θ ≤ π belongs to an infinite number of arcs
Im,k, so there exists an infinite number of distinct values of n for which Rn(e

iθ) ∈ In. Hence
Rn(e

iθ) hits the shrinking target (In) for such θ.

On the other hand it is clear that for π < θ < 2π, Rn(e
iθ) 6∈ In for all n ∈ N, so Rn(e

iθ)
fails to hit (In), for all π ≤ θ ≤ 2π.

Next we construct an example to show the sharpness of Theorem D and Theorem C, and
then use this to construct examples to show the sharpness of Theorem F. In particular, we
give an example of a contracting forward composition of inner functions Fn = fn ◦ · · · ◦ f1
which satisfies

∞∑

n=0

(1− |Fn(0)|) = ∞

and for which boundary points with dense orbits do not form a full measure set.

Example 6.2 (Sharpness of Theorem D). Suppose that (µn) and (ln) are sequences, with
0 < µn, ln ≤ 1

2 for n ∈ N, where (ln) is decreasing to 0,

∞∑

n=1

µn = ∞,
∞∑

n=1

ln = ∞ and
∞∑

n=1

µnln < ∞, (6.1)

and take In to be the arc in ∂D, centred at 1, with |In| = ln for n ∈ N.

Then the forward composition sequence Bn = bn ◦ · · · ◦ b1, where

bn(z) = z
z + λn

1 + λnz
, with λn = 1− µn, n ≥ 1, (6.2)

fails to hit (In) for almost every ζ ∈ ∂D.

Remark 6.3. The hypotheses of Example 6.2 do not require that µn → 0 as n → ∞; however,
the conditions

∑∞
n=1 ln = ∞ and

∑∞
n=1 µnln < ∞ together imply that lim infn→∞ µn = 0.

We shall see in Example 6.6 how Example 6.2 can be used to show that Theorem C is best
possible since, if a positive sequence (µn) is given with µn → 0 as n → ∞ and

∑∞
n=1 µn = ∞,

then we can choose a decreasing sequence (ln) such that the other two conditions in (6.1) are
satisfied.

15



Proof of Example 6.2. Our shrinking target is the nested sequence of arcs (In) each with
centre 1 such that |In| = ln for n ∈ N. We need to show that the set

{ζ ∈ ∂D : Bn(ζ) ∈ In infinitely often}

has measure zero.

First, we note that bn(±1) = 1, bn(0) = 0 and b′n(0) = λn. Then denote by Rn and Ln the
two analytic inverse branches of bn, each defined on {z : |z − 1| < 1

2}, such that Rn(1) = 1
and Ln(1) = −1. Now define

Jn := Rn(In) and Kn := Ln(In), for n ∈ N,

which are arcs on ∂D centred at 1 and −1 respectively.

Now we estimate the behaviour of bn near the point 1. For 0 < θ ≤ π/3, we have

arg bn(e
iθ)− θ = arg

(
eiθ + λn

1 + λneiθ

)

= arg(eiθ + λn)− arg(1 + λne
iθ)

= tan−1

(
sin θ

cos θ + λn

)
− tan−1

(
λn sin θ

1 + λn cos θ

)

≤
sin θ

cos θ + λn
−

λn sin θ

1 + λn cos θ

(
since

sin θ

cos θ + λn
>

λn sin θ

1 + λn cos θ

)

=
sin θ(1− λ2

n)

(cos θ + λn)(1 + λn cos θ)

≤ 2µn sin θ,

since cos θ ≥ cosπ/3 = 1
2 and 1

2 ≤ λn < 1.

Because In is symmetric about the point 1 and |In| = ln ≤ 1
2 , and Rn is the inverse branch

of bn such that Rn(1) = 1, we deduce that, for n ∈ N,

Jn = Rn(In) ⊂ In satisfies 1
2 |In| −

1
2 |Jn| ≤ 2µn sin(

1
2 |Jn|) ≤ µn|In|.

It follows by Lemma 2.5 that

|Kn| = |In| − |Jn| ≤ 2µn|In|. (6.3)

Next note that

{ζ ∈ ∂D : Bn(ζ) ∈ In, infinitely often} ⊂
∞⋃

n=N

B−1
n (In), for each N ∈ N.

We now examine the structure of B−1
n (In) for n ∈ N.

In general, for n ≥ 2, Jn = Rn(In) ⊂ In ⊂ In−1, so

B−1
n (In) = B−1

n−1(Rn(In) ∪ Ln(In))

⊂ B−1
n−1(In−1 ∪Kn)

= B−1
n−1(In−1) ∪B−1

n−1(Kn).

Thus, for N ∈ N,
∞⋃

n=N

B−1
n (In) ⊂

∞⋃

n=N

B−1
n−1(Kn) ∪B−1

N (IN ).
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By Lemma 2.5 we have |B−1
n−1(Kn)| = |Kn| and |B−1

N (IN )| = |IN |. Thus, by (6.3),

∣∣∣∣∣

∞⋃

n=N

B−1
n (In)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
∞∑

n=N

|Kn|+ |IN | ≤ 2

∞∑

n=N

µn|In|+ |IN | =: εN .

Since εN → 0 as N → ∞ by hypothesis, the proof is complete.

Remark 6.4. The proof that Example 6.2 has the required property relies on the fact that
the nested arcs (In) are related to the maps Bn = bn ◦ · · · ◦ b1 in a particularly nice way; to
be precise, for all n ≥ 2, we have

B−1
n (In) ⊂ B−1

n−1(In−1) ∪B−1
n−1(Kn)

and
∞∑

n=1

|B−1
n−1(Kn)| =

∞∑

n=1

|Kn| < ∞.

It seems likely that if the arcs are aligned differently, for example, if they are all centred at
−1 rather than 1, then we can have (Bn) hits (In) for almost every ζ ∈ ∂D.

Remark 6.5. More generally, if we have functions (Fn) and a shrinking target (In) such
that, for some m ∈ N and all n ≥ m+ 1,

F−1
n (In) ⊂ F−1

n−1(In−1) ∪ · · · ∪ F−1
n−m(In−m) ∪Kn,m

and
∞∑

n=m+1

|Kn,m| < ∞,

then (Fn) fails to hit (In) for almost every ζ ∈ ∂D.

Next we demonstrate the extent to which Theorem C is best possible.

Example 6.6 (Sharpness of Theorem C). Let (λn) be a sequence in (0, 1) such that λn → 1−

as n → ∞ and put µn = 1− λn for n ∈ N. Suppose that
∑∞

n=1 µn = ∞.

Then there is a decreasing positive sequence (ln) such that limn→∞ ln = 0,
∑∞

n=1 ln = ∞,
and a shrinking target (In) with |In| = ln for n ∈ N such that the forward composition
sequence (Bn) defined in (6.2) fails to hit (In) for almost every ζ ∈ ∂D.

Proof. We construct the sequence (ln) explicitly in terms of µn in such a way that the hy-
potheses of Example 6.2 hold.

First we choose a subsequence (µnk
), where 1 < n1 < n2 < · · · , such that

µnk
≥ µn, for n ≥ nk, k ≥ 1,

nk+1 − nk ր ∞ as k → ∞, and
∞∑

k=1

µnk
< ∞.

This choice is possible since limn→∞ µn = 0.

Now put

ln :=
1

nk+1 − nk
, for nk ≤ n ≤ nk+1 − 1, k ≥ 0,

where we take n0 = 1. Then (ln) is decreasing and limn→∞ ln = 0,

∞∑

n=1

ln =

∞∑

k=1

nk+1−1∑

n=nk

1/(nk+1 − nk) =

∞∑

k=1

1 = ∞,
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and
∞∑

n=1

µnln =

∞∑

k=1

nk+1−1∑

n=nk

µn/(nk+1 − nk) ≤

∞∑

k=1

µnk
< ∞,

as required.

Remark 6.7. Because of the symmetry of µn and ln in this result, we could alternatively
assume that we are given a (decreasing) sequence (ln) with limn→∞ ln = 0 and

∑∞
n=1 ln = ∞,

and obtain the sequence (µn) so that the hypotheses of Example 6.2 hold.

We now construct the promised forward composition of inner functions, related to Theo-
rem F, which is contracting but for which not almost all boundary orbits are dense in ∂D.

Example 6.8 (Sharpness of Theorem F). Let µn, bn and In be defined as in Example 6.2,
satisfying (6.1). Put

Fn = fn ◦ · · · ◦ f1, where fn = Mn ◦ bn ◦M−1
n−1, (6.4)

and Mn is the Möbius map such that Mn(In) = I := {eit : π/2 ≤ t ≤ 3π/2}, for n ∈ N, and
M0 is the identity. Then, the hyperbolic distortion of fn at Fn−1(0) is λn = 1 − µn, so the
sequence (Fn) is contracting, and

∞∑

n=1

(1− |Fn(0)|) = ∞,

∞∑

n=1

µn(1− |Fn(0)|) < ∞, Fn(z) → 1 as n → ∞, for z ∈ D, (6.5)

and yet Fn(ζ) ∈ I at most finitely often for almost every ζ ∈ ∂D, so none of these boundary
orbits can be dense in ∂D.

Proof. Note that, for n ∈ N, we have Fn = Mn ◦Bn and Fn(0) = Mn(0) is real and positive.

The fact that the hyperbolic distortion of fn at Fn−1(0) is λn = 1 − µn follows from (6.2)
and (6.4). Thus (Fn) is contracting, by (6.1) and (1.3). The property that Fn(ζ) ∈ I at most
finitely often for almost every ζ ∈ ∂D follows from the conclusion of Example 6.2.

Using the facts that |In| → 0 as n → ∞,
∑∞

n=1 |In| = ∞ and
∑∞

n=1 µn|In| < ∞, we shall
deduce that the three properties in (6.5) hold. To do this we use the relationship between
the lengths of the arcs In and the length of Mn(In) = I, obtained from (5.2) in the proof of
Theorem 5.1:

sin(12 |In|) =
1− |Fn(0)|

2

|Fn(0)− i||Fn(0) + i|
.

Since |In| → 0 as n → ∞ and Fn(0) lies in (0, 1), this implies that Fn(0) → 1 as n → ∞,
so Fn(z) → 1 as n → ∞ for z ∈ D, by [BEF+24, Theorem 3.3]; see Remark 1.8. Moreover,
(1− |Fn(0)|)/

1
2 |In| → 1 as n → ∞, which gives

∞∑

n=1

(1− |Fn(0)|) = ∞ and

∞∑

n=1

µn(1− |Fn(0)|) < ∞,

as required.

By modifying Example 6.8 slightly we can even arrange that the orbit of almost every
boundary point converges to 1.

Example 6.9. Let bn and In be defined as in Example 6.2 and let Ĩn denote the subarc of
In with centre 1 and length |In|/tn, where tn =

∑n
k=1 |Ik|. Then put

F̃n = f̃n ◦ · · · ◦ f̃1, where f̃n = M̃n ◦ bn ◦ M̃−1
n−1,

18



where M̃n is the Möbius map such that M̃n(Ĩn) = I := {eit : π/2 ≤ t ≤ 3π/2}, for n ∈ N,

and M̃0 is the identity. Then

∞∑

n=1

(1− |F̃n(0)|) = ∞, F̃n(z) → 1 as n → ∞, for all z ∈ D,

(F̃n) is contracting, and F̃n(ζ) → 1 as n → ∞ for almost every ζ ∈ ∂D.

Proof. First note that since
∑∞

n=1 |In| = ∞ it follows that
∑∞

n=1 |Ĩn| = ∞, by a theorem

of Abel; see [HLP52, item 162, page 120], for example. Also, since |In|/|Ĩn| = tn → ∞ as

n → ∞ and M̃n(Ĩn) = I, it follows that the sequence of arcs M̃n(In) expands to fill ∂D\{−1}.

Since Bn(ζ) ∈ In at most finitely often for almost every ζ ∈ ∂D, it follows that

F̃n(ζ) = M̃n ◦Bn ◦ M̃−1
0 ∈ M̃n(In),

at most finitely often, for almost every ζ ∈ ∂D. The result follows.

Our final example relates to part (c) of Summary 1.11, our results related to the ADM
dichotomy, by showing that sequences satisfying the same conditions as Example 6.8, stated
in (6.5), may have the opposite behaviour.

Example 6.10. There exists a forward composition of inner functions (Fn) with contraction
sequence λn = 1− µn such that

∞∑

n=1

(1− |Fn(0)|) = ∞,
∞∑

n=1

µn(1− |Fn(0)|) < ∞,
∞∑

n=1

µn = ∞, (6.6)

and almost all boundary orbits for (Fn) are dense in ∂D.

Proof. We define Fn = fn for n ∈ N, where f is the Blaschke product

f(z) =

(
z + 1/3

1 + z/3

)2

,

which is an inner function with Denjoy–Wolff point 1, a parabolic fixed point.

We now estimate µn and λn, which are not constant since f does not fix the origin. Since
f(x) > 0 for −1 < x < 1, f(1) = 1, f ′(1) = 1, f ′′(1) = 0 and f ′′′(1) = −1/16 6= 0, we have

1− Fn(0) = 1− fn(0) ∼
1

n1/2
as n → ∞; (6.7)

see, for example, [BEF+22, proof of Theorem 3.4], which builds on the proof of [Bea91,
Theorem 6.5.4]. Also,

ρD(z) =
2

1− |z|2
, for z ∈ D. (6.8)

Hence,

λn =
ρD(f

n(0))|f ′(fn−1(0))|

ρD(fn−1(0))

=
(1− fn−1(0)2)f ′(fn−1(0))

1− fn(0)2
.

Now a calculation using (6.7) and the Taylor expansion of f about the point 1 shows that

µn = 1− λn ∼
1

n
as n → ∞.

Thus the conditions in (6.6) are satisfied. In particular, Theorem 1.7, part (b) can be applied
to show that almost all boundary orbits for (Fn) are dense in ∂D.
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