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AN OPTIMAL YOCCOZ INEQUALITY FOR NEAR-PARABOLIC

QUADRATIC POLYNOMIALS

ALEX KAPIAMBA

Abstract: The Pommerenke-Levin-Yoccoz inequality gives a O(1/q) bound on the size of
the p/q-limbs of the Mandelbrot set. For over thirty years it has been conjectured that this
bound can be improved to O(1/q2). By studying the Hausdorff limits of external rays when
a periodic cylce becomes parabolic, we provide the first examples of limbs satisfying the
O(1/q2) bound. We also show that O(1/q2) is optimal for these examples.

1. Introduction

We consider the quadratic polynomials

Qα(z) := e2πiαz + z2

with α ∈ C, and let M be the set of all α so that the orbit under Qα of the critical
point z = −e2πiα/2stays bounded. Understanding the geometry of the Mandelbrot set, or
equivalently M, has been a central pillar of holomorphic dynamics since the seminal work
of Douady and Hubbard in [DH84] and [DH85]. While much of the structure of M is
now understood there is one fundamental problem which remains unanswered: is M locally
connected (MLC)?

One of the first major breakthroughs towards MLC was made by Yoccoz, who reduced
the problem to understanding the self-similarity of the Mandelbrot set. A point α ∈ M is
called parabolic if Qα has a parabolic periodic cycle. For any parabolic parameter α there is
a unique bounded component Lα of M\{α}, called the α-limb of M. Inside the limb there
is a small Mandelbrot copy Mα ⊂ Lα which admits a dynamically defined homeomorphism
τα : M0 → Mα. For any set X ⊂ C, let DiamX denote the Euclidean diameter of X .
Yoccoz showed that to prove MLC it suffices to control the sizes of nested small Mandelbrot
copies.

Theorem 1.1 (Yocooz [Hub93]). If α ∈ M is not contained in an infinite nested sequence

Mα1
) Mα2

) · · ·
of small Mandelbrot copies, then M is locally connected at α. If α is contained in an infinite
nested sequence of small Mandelbrot copies as above and if DiamMαn → 0 when n → 0,
then M is locally connected at α.

One of the key tools in proving Theorem 1.1 is the Pommerenke-Levin-Yoccoz (PLY)
inequality, which bounds the multipliers of periodic points of polynomials. For the family of
maps Qα, the PLY inequality bounds the size of rational limbs of M:

Theorem 1.2 (Pommerenke [Pom86], Levin[Lev91], Yoccoz [Hub93]). For any reduced ra-
tional number p/q ∈ Q,

DiamLp/q ≤
log 2

πq
.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.03211v4


L0/1

L1/2

L−1/3

Figure 1. The boundary of M with some limbs shaded.

In [Mil94], Milnor conjectured that the O(1/q) bound in Theorem 1.2 can be improved to
O(1/q2). While there has been some improvement on controlling the size of limbs of M, see
for example [Lev09], [Lev11], and [DL18], there have been no success in proving an O(1/q2)
PLY inequality for any infinite subset of Q. In this paper, we provide the first such examples.
Before stating the main result, we need a few definitions.

For any integer N ≥ 1 we denote by QN the set of all reduced rational numbers p/q that
can be written as a continued fraction

(1) p/q =
ε1

a1 +
ε2

. . . +
εN

aN

,

where εn = ±1 and an ≥ 2 is an integer for all 1 ≤ n ≤ N . Our main result on the PLY
inequality is the following

Theorem 1.3. For any N ≥ 1, there exists a constant CN > 1 such that

C−1
N

q2
< DiamLp/q <

CN

q2

for all p/q ∈ QN .

Note that Theorem 1.3 also shows that O(1/q2) is the optimal bound in these cases. Our
proof of Theorem 1.3 will allow us to control the size of even more limbs of M. We will say
that a parabolic parameter α has combinatorics 〈αj〉Nj=1 if

Mα = τα1
◦ · · · ◦ ταN

(M0).

We will prove the following generalization of Theorem 1.3:

Theorem 1.4. For any positive integers N1 and N2 there exists ǫ > 0 and C > 1 such that
if α has combinatorics 〈pn/qn〉N1

n=1 with pn/qn ∈
⋃N2

m=1Qm for all n ≥ 1 and |pn/qn| < ǫ for
all n ≥ 2, then

C−1

∏N1

n=1 q
2
n

< DiamLα <
C

∏N1

n=1 q
2
n

.
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Note that when N1 = 1, Theorem 1.4 reduces to Theorem 1.3. When N1 > 1, Theorem
1.4 bounds the size of nested small satellite Mandelbrot copies in M. The precise control
given by Theorem 1.4 provides a powerful tool in studying the geometry of M; these bounds
have recently been used by Lomonaco and Petersen [LP24] to complete a program on the
quasiconformal compatibility of of small Mandelbrot copies.

Our approach to proving Theorem 1.4 relies on careful analysis of bifurcation of par-
abolic cycles. Let f0 be a holomorphic function with a parabolic periodic cycle and let
h0 be a perturbation of f0. When h0 is close to f0, high iterates of h0 may approximate
certain transcendental functions which are called Lavaurs maps for f . This phenomenon,
called parabolic implosion, was first studied by Douady, Hubbard, and Lavaurs in [DH85]
and [Lav89] and has had numerous applications in holomorphic dynamics, see for example
[Dou94], [Shi98],[BC12], [CC15], and [CS15]. In [Shi98] and [Shi00], Shishikura introduced
an alternative description of parabolic implosion in terms of two renormalization operators.
Instead of a Lavaurs map L1 for f0, there is a parabolic renormalization of f0: a function
f1 which is semi-conjugate to L1. Instead of high iterates of h0 approximating L1 there is
a near-parabolic renormalization of h0: a function h1 which is semi-conjugate to iterates
of h0 and which approximates f1. Working with these renormalization operators has a no-
table upshot: the parabolic renormalization f1 is a simpler function then the Lavaurs map
L1. In particular, there are classes of maps which are invariant under these renormalization
operators, see for example [IS08], [Yan15], [Ché22], and [Kap22].

If f1 is a near-parabolic renormalization of f0 and f1 also has a parabolic periodic cycle,
then there similarly exist parabolic renormalizations of f1 and near-parabolic renormaliza-
tions of h1. A parabolic tower is a (possibly infinite) sequence 〈fn〉Nn=0 such that fn is a
parabolic renormalization of fn−1 for all n > 0. We can similarly construct near-parabolic
towers, sequences 〈hn〉Nn=0 such that hn is close to fn for all n ≥ 0 and hn is a near-parabolic
renormalization of hn for all n ≥ 1. Parabolic towers were first introduced, with a slightly
different definition, by Epstein in [Eps93].

Lavaurs and Douady showed in [Lav89] and [Dou94] respectively that for polynomials, if
h is a perturbation of a parabolic map f and if high iterates of h approximate a Lavaurs
map L of f , then the filled Julia set of h approximates the analog of the filled Julia set for
L; see for example Figure 2. Our main analysis here is to push this control further: when
f = Q0 and h = Qα, the external rays of h approximate analogues of external rays for
L. To prove Theorem 1.4, we first extend this control on the geometry of external rays to
towers. More precisely, let 〈fn〉Nn=0 be a parabolic tower with f = Qα0

and let 〈hn〉Nn=0 be
a near-parabolic tower with h0 = Qα. While hN is not a polynomial and has no canonical
definition of external rays, the semi-conjugacy from iterates of h0 to hN induces analogues
of external rays for hN . We show that if the towers have finite height, that is N is finite,
then the external rays of hN approximate the external rays of Lavaurs maps for fN . This
bound on the asymptotic geometry of the external rays of hN then induces a bound on the
geometry of the external rays of M near α0. Using these external rays we produce curves
which surround limbs of M and which have controlled size, leading to Theorem 1.4 (see
Figure 3).

It is important in our argument that we only consider finite height parabolic towers; the
integers N1 and N2 in Theorem 1.4 bound the height of parabolic towers under consideration.
However, we expect that our analysis can be generalized to some infinite height parabolic
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Figure 2. Left: The filled Julia set for Qα for α close to one with an external
ray drawn in red. Right: The analogue of the filled Julia set for a Lavaurs
map of Q1 with an analogue of an external ray drawn in red.

towers. If possible, then we could remove the dependence on N1 and N2 for some combina-
torics in Theorem 1.4. For anyM ≥ 2, the high-type numbers HTM are the rational numbers
p/q with continued fraction expansion as in (1) with an ≥M for all n. Successfully applying
our methods to infinite height towers would prove the following conjecture:

Conjecture 1.5. There exists some M ≫ 2 and C > 1 such that if α has combinatorics
〈pn/qn〉Nn=1 with pn/qn ∈ HTM for all n, then

C−1 · 2−N

∏N
n=1 q

2
n

< DiamLα <
C · 2N
∏N

n=1 q
2
n

.

Conjecture 1.5 represents the unification of a quadratic PLY inequality and MLC for
satellite combinatorics in the high-type setting. While Conjecture 1.5 does not hold without
the high-type assumption, indeed the size of the limbs with combinatorics 〈1/2, . . . , 1/2〉 can
be uniformly bounded away from zero, we may wonder if Conjecture 1.5 holds in general for
small Mandelbrot copies instead of limbs. We can compare Conjecture 1.5 with Theorem D
in [CS15], where it is shown that there exists M ≥ 2, C > 0, and λ ∈ (0, 1) such that if α
has combinatorics 〈1/qn〉Nn=1 for some N ≥ 1 with q1 ≥ M and qn+1 ≥ q2n for all n ≥ 1, then

DiamMα < C · λN .
While the analysis in [CS15] is related to ours, both rely on near-parabolic renormalization,
Cheraghi and Shishikura use the PLY inequality to prove Theorem D in [CS15]; it is the
suboptimality of the PLY inequality which forces the quadratic growth of denominators
there. Our approach does not make use of the PLY inequality, it instead produces a version
of the PLY inequality with optimal asymptotics, so no such growth condition appears in
Conjecture 1.5.
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Figure 3. A zoomed-in subset of the boundary of M near 1/n for some
large n (top) and the boundary of the analogue of M in the space of Lavaurs
maps for Q1 (bottom). In red, certain subsets of external rays of M which
approximate analogues of external rays in the space of Lavaurs maps are drawn
in. The bound on the size of these subsets of external rays of M induces the
bound on the size of limbs in Theorem 1.4.

This paper is organized as follows. In §2 we review the theory of parabolic implosion. In
§3 we study the geometry and dynamics of Lavaurs maps and their parameter spaces. In §4
we show how the asymptotic geometry of external rays for maps near a parabolic map are
controlled by Lavaurs maps. In §5 we prove Theorem 1.4 and discuss possible generalizations
such as Conjecture 1.5.

Acknowledgments: I am grateful to Xavier Buff, Dzmitry Dudko, Adam Epstein, Sarah
Koch, Luna Lomonaco, Mikhail Lyubich, John Hubbard, and Carsten Petersen for many
insightful discussions of elephants and parabolic implosion. Dudko, Lyubich, and Petersen
have recently conducted a study of families of horn maps in [DLP23] which is closely related
to §3 of this paper. While this research has been conducted independently, the definition of
escaping sets in §3 is very much inspired by the definition of “Lagoas” in [DLP23]. Part of
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this project was carried out during Spring 2022 special semester in Complex Dynamics at
the Mathematical Sciences Research Institute, and parts of this project were supported by
the Ford Foundation and an NSF postdoctoral fellowship (DMS-2303168). The results in
this paper also appear in the PhD thesis [Kap23].

2. Parabolic Implosion

A holomorphic function f has a (p/q−)parabolic (k−)periodic point at zero if k ≥ 1 is
the minimal integer such that fk(0) = 0 and if (fk)′(0) = e2πip/q for some reduced rational
number p/q. In this section we will review some of the theory on the local dynamics near
parabolic periodic points, for more details see [Shi00], [Oud02], or [Kap22].

We denote by F the class of holomorphic functions f : Ĉ 99K Ĉ such that:

(1) f(0) = 0 and f(∞) = ∞.
(2) The restriction f : f−1(C∗) → C∗ is a branched covering map with a unique critical

value cvf and all critical points are of local degree 2.

For example, F contains the quadratic polynomial Qα(z) = e2πiαz + z2 for all α ∈ C. We

denote by FV the class of functions f : Ĉ 99K Ĉ such that:

(1) f is Möbius conjugate to an element of F .
(2) 0 is a p/q-parabolic k-periodic point of f for some p/q and k.
(3) fnk(cvf) → 0 when n→ ∞, where cvf is the unique critical value of f .

For example, if Qα has a parabolic periodic cycle then Qα ∈ FV. We will usually focus on

the case where f ∈ FV has a parabolic fixed point, that is where k = 1 above. The general
case of periodic points can be studied similarly by replacing f with fk.

2.1. Modified continued fractions. For any reduced rational number p/q ∈ (−1/2, 1/2]
there is a unique finite sequence 〈(an, εn)〉Nn=1, called the modified continued fraction expan-
sion of p/q, such that

p/q =
ε1

a1 +
ε2

. . . +
εN

aN
and εn = ±1, an ∈ Z≥2 for all n. Moreover if an = 2, then εn = +1. The modified continued
fraction of p/q plays an important role for perturbations of p/q-parabolic fixed points; let us
record some facts about these sequences.

We denote by QN the set of all rational numbers whose modified continued fraction ex-
pansion has length N ; we will take the empty sequence as the modified continued fraction
expansion of 0/1 and set Q0 = {0/1}. For any p/q ∈ QN with N > 0, we will say that the par-
ent of p/q is the rational number with modified continued fraction expansion 〈(an, εn)〉N−1

n=1 .
We define the parent of 0/1 to be 1/0; here we will abuse notation and not distinguish be-
tween the fraction 1/0 and the pair (1, 0). For p/q 6= 0/1, we can recursively compute p/q
from the modified continued fraction expansion using the formula

p = aNp
′ + εNp

′′ and q = aNq
′ + εNq

′′,

where p′′/q′′ is the parent of p′/q′.
6



Proposition 2.1. q ≥ 2q′

Proof. If p/q = 0/1 then q′ = 0 so the proposition holds. So we assume that p/q 6= 0/1 and
that the proposition holds for p′/q′. If aN = 2, so εN = +1, then

q ≥ 2q′ + q′′ ≥ 2q′.

If aN > 2, then q ≥ 3q′ − q′′ ≥ 5
2
q′ > 2q′. �

For any sequences 〈sn〉Nn=1 and 〈tm〉Mm=1 with N1 6= ∞, we denote the concatenation of the
sequences by

〈sn〉Nn=1 ⊕ 〈tm〉Mm=1 := 〈s1, . . . , sN1
, t1, . . . tM〉.

For any p1/q1 and p2/q2 with modified continued fractions expansions ω1 and ω2 respectively,
we define p1/q1⊕p2/q2 to be the rational number with modified continued fraction expansion
ω1 ⊕ ω2.

For any p/q with modified continued fraction 〈(an, εn)〉Nn=1. We define the signature of p/q
to be the value

S(p/q) := (−1)N
N∏

n=1

εn,

and we define the Möbius transformation

(2) µp/q(z) :=
p+S(p/q) · p′ · z
q +S(p/q) · q′ · z =

ε1

a1 +
ε2

. . . +
εN

aN +S(p/q) · z

.

From this definition, we make the following two observations.

Proposition 2.2. For any rational p1/q1, p2/q2 in (−1/2, 1/2], if p/q = p1/q1 ⊕ p2/q2 then

µp/q(z) = µp1/q1

(
S(p1/q1) · µp2/q2(S(p1/q1) · z)

)
.

Proposition 2.3.

∣∣µp/q(z)− µp/q(w)
∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣
z − w

(q +S(p/q)q′z)(q +S(p/q)q′w)

∣∣∣∣ .

2.2. Petals for parabolic maps. For any z1, z2 ∈ C satisfying Re(z2 − z1) > Im(z2 − z1)
we set

Ω(z1, z2) := {w ∈ C : Re z1 − |Im(w − z1)| < Rew < Re z2 + |Im(w − z2)|}.
We also allow z1 or z2 to be ∞, in those cases we ignore the inequality containing z1 or
z2 respectively. We will say that a strip in C is a connected set bounded by two parallel
lines, and we will say that a strip contained in Ω(z1, z2) is maximal if both components of its
boundary non-trivially intersect ∂Ω(z1, z2). For any w ∈ C and δ ∈ C we set Tδ(w) = w+ δ.

Fixing now some map f ∈ FV with a p/q-parabolic fixed point at zero, the local dynamics
of f near zero are well-understood:

Theorem 2.4. For any sufficiently large M > 0, there exist Jordan domains P f
att and P

f
rep

inside Dom(f q) and analytic isomorphisms

ϕf
att : Ω(−1,∞) → P f

att and ϕ
f
rep : Ω(−∞,−M) → P f

rep
7



which satisfy:

(1) The following geometric conditions:

(a) ϕf
att(0) = cvf /∈ P f

rep.

(b) ϕf
att(w) → 0 and ϕf

rep(w) → 0 → 0 when w → ∞.
(2) The following dynamical conditions:

(a) Up to post-composition by a translation, (ϕf
att)

−1 and (ϕf
rep)

−1 are the unique

univalent maps on P f
att and P

f
rep respectively which conjugate f q to T1.

(b) For any w ∈ C with |Rew| < 1, if |Imw| is sufficiently large then fm ◦ϕf
rep(w) ∈

P f
att, where 0 ≤ m < q is an integer satisfying

mp ≡
{
−1 mod q if Imw > 0,

0 mod q if Imw < 0.

Moreover,

(ϕf
rep)

−1 ◦ ϕf
rep(w)− w → 1−S(p/q)

2
=

{
0 if S(p/q) = +1,

1 if S(p/q) = −1.

when Imw → +∞.

We will fix some choice of M = M
f for f and denote Ωf

att = Dom(ϕf
att),Ω

f
rep = Dom(ϕf

rep).

It follows from Theorem 2.4 that there is a unique critical point of f q on ∂P f
att, we will call

this critical point cpf . We define the lower component of P f
att ∩ P f

rep to be the component

containing ϕf
rep(w) for |Rew| < 1 and −Imw > 0 sufficiently large.

For any z such that fmq+j(z) ∈ P f
att for some integers m ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ j < q, we can define

ρf(z) := (ϕf
att)

−1 ◦ fmq+j(z)−m.

The parabolic basin Uf of f is defined to be the domain of ρf , and the immediate basin Uf
0

of f is the component of Uf containing cvf . The dynamics of f on the immediate basin are
well understood.

Proposition 2.5. The restriction of f q to Uf
0 is analytically conjugate to the restriction of

Q0 to UQ0

0 .

For any w ∈ Ωf
att such that z = ϕf

rep(w) ∈ Dom(hmq) for some m ≥ 0, we can define

χf(w +m) := fmq(z).

The horn map for f is defined to be the map

Hf(w) := ρf ◦ χf .

Proposition 2.6. The horn map Hf is analytic, its domain contains both an upper and a
lower half-plane, and

Hf ◦ T1 = T1 ◦Hf .

There exist constants cf± such that Hf(w)− w → c
f
± when Imw → ±∞ respectively, and

c
f
+ =

1−S(p/q)

2
.

8



Setting Exp±(w) = e±2πiw, a parabolic renormalization of f is defined to be a function of
the form

R±
δ f := Exp± ◦T±δ−c

f
±

◦Hf ◦ (Exp±)−1 = Exp(δ) · R±
0 f

with δ ∈ C. It follows from Proposition 2.6 that the domain of R±
δ f contains punctured

neighborhoods of 0 and ∞, and we can analytically extend R±
δ f by setting R±

δ f(0) = 0 and
R±

δ f(∞) = ∞. Moreover, this extension satisfies (R±
δ f)

′(0) = Exp(δ).

Proposition 2.7. R±
δ f ∈ F and cvR

±

δ f = Exp±(±δ − c
f
±) for all δ ∈ C. The connected

components of Dom(R±
δ f) containing 0 and ∞ are simply connected subsets of C and Ĉ\{0}

respectively; the restriction of R±
δ f to either component also belongs to F .

The parabolic renormalizations R+
δ f and R−

δ f are called top and bottom parabolic renor-
malizations of f respectively. We will focus our attention on the top parabolic renormaliza-
tions and denote Exp = Exp+, Rδf = R+

δ f .

2.3. Petals for near-parabolic maps. Let us keep f as in the previous subsection. Through-
out this article we will consider holomorphic maps in the compact-open topology with do-
mains, so a neighborhood of f is of the form

{
h : Dom(h) → C

∣∣∣∣
h is analytic on Dom(h) ⊃ K, and
|f(z)− h(z)| < ǫ for all z ∈ K

}

for some ǫ > 0 and compact set K ⊂ Dom(f).
Fixing some C ≫ 1 we set

A = A(C) :=

{
x+ iy : 0 < x <

1

2C
, |y| < Cx2

}
.

Let h be a holomorphic function satisfying h(0) = 0 and h′(0) = e2πiµp/q(α) for some α ∈ A.
If h is sufficiently close to f then there is a unique critical point of hq close to cpf ; we denote
this critical point by cph,f and define cvh,f = hq(cph,f). When h is close to f , the local
dynamics of h near zero mimics that of f .

Theorem 2.8. If h is sufficiently close to f , then there exists a holomorphic function

ϕh,f
att : Ω

(
−1,

1

α
−M

f

)
→ Dom(hq)

which satisfies:

(1) The following geometric conditions:

(a) ϕh,f
att (0) = cvh,f .

(b) ϕh,f
att (w) tends to 0 or to a non-zero fixed point xh,f of hq when Imw → +∞ or

Imw → −∞ respectively.
(c) ϕh,f

att univalently maps any maximal strip in its domain onto a Jordan domain.
(2) The following dynamical condition:

(a) ϕh,f
att ◦ T1 = hq ◦ ϕh,f

att .
(3) The following continuity conditions:

(a) ϕh,f
att depends continuously and holomorphically on h.

(b) ϕh,f
att → ϕf

att and ϕ
h,f
rep := ϕh,f

att ◦ T1/α → ϕf
att when h→ f .

9



(c) if wh ∈ Dom(ϕh,f) satisfies wh → ∞ and wh − 1
α

→ ∞ when h → f , then

ϕh,f(wh) → 0.

We denote Ωh,f
att = Dom(ϕh,f

att ) and Ωh,f
rep = Dom(ϕh,f

rep). Just as for f , we can define partial

extensions of (ϕh,f
att )

−1 and ϕh,f
rep. For any open set X compactly contained in Dom(ρf ) there

exist integers m ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ j < q such that fmq+j(X) ⊂ P f
att; if h is sufficiently close to f

then
ρh,f(z) := (ϕh,f

att )
−1 ◦ hmq+j(z)−m

is defined for all z ∈ X . Similarly, for any open set Y compactly contained in Dom(χf)
there exists an integer m ≥ 0 such that T−m(X) ⊂ Ωf

rep; if h is sufficiently close to f then

χh,f(w) := hmq ◦ ϕh,f
rep(w)

is defined for all w ∈ Y .

Proposition 2.9. The maps ρh,f and χh,f are analytic and converge to ρf and χf respectively
when h→ f .

As a consequence of Proposition 2.9, we can control the dynamics of high iterates of h.

Corollary 2.10. For any δ ∈ C, hnq → χf ◦ Tδ ◦ ρf when h→ f and n− 1
α
→ δ.

Maps of the form χf ◦Tδ ◦ρf for some δ ∈ C are called Lavaurs maps ; they are the primary
subject of Section 3 below.

The horn map for h relative to f is defined by Hh,f := ρh,f ◦ χh,f and extended using the
function equation

Hh,f ◦ T1 = T1 ◦Hh,f .

Proposition 2.11. The horn map Hh,f is well-defined and analytic, depends continuously
and holomorphically on h, converges Hf when h → f , and its domain contains both an
upper and lower half-plane. There exist constants c

h,f
± such that Hh,f(w) − w → c

h,f
± when

Imw → ±∞ respectively. Moreover c
h,f
+ = c

f
+ and

c
h,f
− − 1

α
=

2πi

log(hq)′(xh,f)
,

taking the branch of log with imaginary part in (−π/2, π/2].
For α ∈ A+, a near-parabolic renormalization of h relative to f is defined to be a function

of the form
R±

f h := Exp± ◦T−1/α ◦Hh,f ◦ (Exp±)−1.

Just as the parabolic renormalization, we can analytically extend R±
f h to 0 and ∞ by setting

R±
f h(0) = 0 and R±

f h(∞) = ∞; we can compute the derivative at zero as

(R±
f h)

′(0) = Exp±(ch,f± − 1/α).

Proposition 2.12. The near-parabolic renormalization R±
f h depends continuously and holo-

morphically on h. Moreover, R±
f h→ R±

δ f when h→ f and c
h,f
± − 1/α→ ±δ mod 1.

One of the key features of the near-parabolic renormalization of h is its semi-conjugacy to
high iterates of h.

10



Proposition 2.13. Fix some ζ, ζ ′ ∈ C, let w,w′ be elements of Exp−1(ζ) and Exp−1(ζ ′)
respectively inside Ωh,f

rep, and set z = ϕh,f
rep(w), z

′ = ϕh,f
rep(w

′), ζ = Exp(w). If R±
f h(ζ) = ζ ′,

then there exist non-negative integers m,m′ such that hm(w) = hm
′

(w′). If additionally ζ is
sufficiently close to either zero or infinity, then we can pick w and w′ so that m′ = 0.

The maps R+
f h and R−

f h are called the top and bottom near-parabolic renormalizations
of h relative to f respectively. Just as for the parabolic renormalizations, we will focus on
the top near-parabolic renormalization and denote Rfh = R+

f h.
While we have only considered so far perturbations with α ∈ A, similar implosive phenom-

ena occur when α ∈ −A. Let us denote by f ∗ and h∗ the conjugates of f and h respectively
by z 7→ z, so

(f ∗)′(0) = Exp(−p/q) and (h∗)′(0) = Exp ◦µ−p/q(−α).
When α ∈ −A and h is close enough to f , we can therefore define the near-parabolic
renormalization R±

f h := R±
f∗h∗. Thus all of our analysis in the α ∈ A case applies to the

α ∈ −A case; however we note that h∗ and R±
f∗h∗ depend anti-holomorphically on α when

h depends holomorphically on α.

3. Lavaurs maps

Let us fix a map f in FV. As in the previous section we will assume that 0 is a fixed
point of f , so there is some rational p/q ∈ [−1/2, 1/2] such that f ′(0) = e2πip/q. We will say

that f has Jordan basin if Uf
0 is a Jordan domain.

Proposition 3.1. If f has Jordan basin, then the components of Dom(R0f) containing 0
and ∞ are both Jordan domains.

Proof. This proposition is proved in [LY14, Theorem 2.31] for p/q = 0/1, the same argument
can be applied in the general case. �

Let us now assume that f has Jordan basin. We define W f
+ to be the component of

Dom(Hf) which contains an upper half-plane, so Exp(W f
+) ∪ {0} is the component of

Dom(R0f) containing zero. It follows from Proposition 3.1 that ∂W f
+ is T1-invariant and

homeomorphic to R. Let 0 ≤ kf+ < q be the integer such that kf+p ≡ −1 mod q, it follows

from part (2b) of Theorem 2.4 that fkf
+ ◦χf (W f

+) = Uf
0 . Denoting χf

+ := fkf
+ ◦χf , we define

the (upper) δ-Lavaurs map for f to be

Lf
δ := χf

+ ◦ Tδ ◦ ρf .
As 0 ≤ kf+ < q, it follows from the definition of ρf that we have the following commutative
diagrams:

Uf
0 Uf

0

C C

C C

Lf
δ

Tδ◦ρ
f Tδ◦ρ

f

Exp

Tδ◦H
f

Exp

Rδf

and

W f
+ W f

+

Uf
0 Uf

0

Tδ◦H
f

χf
+

χf
+

Lf
δ

11



Let us note that we could instead define lower δ-Lavaurs map for f to be χf ◦ T−δ−c
f
−

◦ ρf ,
so the Lavaurs map is semi-conjugate to both R−

δ f and the restriction of T−δ−c
f
−

◦Hf to the

component of Dom(Hf) which contains a lower half-plane. All of our analysis in this section
can be applied similarly to these lower Lavaurs maps.

For the rest of this section we will usually suppress dependence on f and δ in the notation
when the choices are clear, so for example χ+ = χf

+ and L = Lf
δ . It follows from the definition

that
Lδ ◦ f q = Lδ+1 = f q ◦ Lδ.

So for any (possibly negative) integer m, we can define

Lδ ◦ f qm := Lδ+m.

We equip Z2 with the lexicographic ordering; so (m,n) > (m′, n′) if and only if either m > m′

or m = m′ and n > n′. The function Ld
δ ◦ f qm is therefore defined if and only (d,m) ≥ (0, 0).

While Lδ is not necessarily defined on all of Uf
0 , as Dom(χ+) contains a left half-plane any

z ∈ Uf
0 lies in the domain of Lδ ◦ f−qm when m ≥ 0 is sufficiently large.

3.1. Escaping sets. We define Ef
1 := C \W f

+. As ∂W+ is locally connected and χ+(W+) =
U0, we can continuously extend χ+ to ∂W+ = ∂E1 such that

χ+(∂E1) = ∂U0.

We will say that a point in Ĉ is 0-nonescaping, 0-Julia, or 0-escaping for L if it belongs
to U0, ∂U0, or C \ U0 respectively. For any d ≥ 1, we inductively define a point z to be
d-nonescaping, d-Julia, or d-escaping for L if it is (d− 1)-nonescaping and

Tδ ◦ ρ ◦ Ld−1(z)

belongs to W+, ∂W+, or E1 respectively. For all d ≥ 0, we denote by KL
d , J

L
d , and E

L
d the

set of all d-nonescaping, d-Julia, and d-escaping points respectively. We will say that L is
d-nonescaping, d-Julia, or d-escaping when cvf is the same respectively for L.

To simplify our notation, we will usually suppress the dependence on L when the choice
is clear; for example we will write Kd = KL

d and Ed = EL
d . For nonescaping points we can

completely characterize the critical points of L.

Proposition 3.2. For all d ≥ 0, z ∈ Kd is a critical point of Ld◦fmq for some (d,m) > (0, 0)
if and only if there exists some (0, 0) < (d′, m′) < (d,m) such that Ld′ ◦ fm′q(z) = cvf .

Proof. If Ld′ ◦fm′q(z) = cvf for some z ∈ Kd, then L
d′ ◦f (m′−1)q(z) = cpf ; thus z is a critical

point of Ld ◦ fmq. If z ∈ Kd is a critical point of Ld ◦ fmq, then either there exists some
maximal (0, 0) ≤ (d′, m′) < (d,m) such that z is not a critical point of Ld′ ◦ fm′q, so in
particular Ld′ ◦ fm′q(z) ∈ U0 is a critical point of f q. Hence Ld′ ◦ f (m′+1)q(z) = cvf . �

Remark. Our definition of the escaping sets above ignores some of the dynamics of L as some
points in EL

1 are mapped into Uf
0 by L. The upshot of the definition we use here is that

it significantly simplifies the topology of the escaping sets and still allows us to completely
describe the dynamics of L that are conjugate to Rf

δ near zero. If we wanted to describe
the dynamics of L which are conjugate to Rδf near infinity, or similarly the dynamics of
L which are conjugate to a lower parabolic renormalization of f near zero, then we would
instead define the escaping sets using the the component of Dom(Hf) which contains a

12



Figure 4. The sets E1 (in light gray) and E2 (in dark gray) for a 2-
nonescaping Lavaurs map of Q1.

lower half-plane; with this adjustment the rest of our analysis in this section proceeds with
minimal change. If we wanted to study the dynamics of Rδf away from zero or infinity,
then we could define the escaping sets of L to be the iterated pre-images of Ĉ \ Uf . With
such an approach, our arguments in the next section would control the Hausdorff limits of
even more general collections of external rays. However we do not need that much control
to produce an optimal PLY inequality; we keep with the current definition of escaping sets
for simplicity.

Proposition 3.3. There exists a unique homeomorphism

Υf
0 : H → Ef

1

which satisfies:

(1) Υ0 is univalent on E1.
(2) Υ0 ◦ T1 = T1 ◦Υ0.
(3) t = 0 is the minimal real number satisfying χ+ ◦Υ0(t) = 0.

Proof. As Dom0(Rδf) is a Jordan domain in C containing 0, there exists an analytic iso-
morphism from D to Dom0(Rδf) which is unique up to pre-composition by a rotation. This
isomorphism lifts by Exp to an analytic isomorphism Υ0 : H → E1 which is unique up to
pre-composition by a translation and which commutes with T1. As ∂E1 is homeomorphic to
R, Υ0 extends continuously to a homeomorphism from H to E1. As χ+ maps a left half-plane
to P f

rep and χ+(∂E1) = ∂U0, there exists some minimal t ∈ R such that χ+ ◦Υ0(t) = 0. We
can uniquely post-compose Υ0 by a real translation so that t = 0. �

For any d ≥ 0, we will say that a point z ∈ Jd is d-asymptotic for L if there is some
(d,m) ≥ (0, 0) such that Ld ◦ fmq(z) = 0, using the continuous extension of f q to U0. We
have the following description of escaping sets (see Figure 4).

13



Proposition 3.4. If L is d-nonescaping for some d ≥ 1, then:

(1) Ed is a countable union of pairwise disjoint Jordan domains, and Tδ ◦ ρ ◦ Ld−1 maps
each component univalently onto E1.

(2) Every component of Ed has a (d−1)-asymptotic point on its boundary, moreover that
point is the unique point on the boundary which is not (d− 1)-nonescaping.

(3) Every (d− 1)-asymptotic point lies on the boundary of a component of Ed.

Proof. This proposition essentially follows from the following lemma:

Lemma 3.5. For any Jordan domain X in Ĉ which has ∞ on its boundary and which avoids
the negative integers, there exists a unique branch of ρ−1 defined on X such that ρ−1(w) → 0
when w → ∞, moreover the image of X is a Jordan domain in U0 whose boundary intersects
∂U0 only at 0. If 0 ∈ X, then this branch sends 0 to cvf .

Proof. For all integers n we define

Ỹn := {x+ iy : x > −n} \ R≤1.

Up to a homotopy rel Z we may assume that X is contained in Ỹ :=
⋃

n∈Z Ỹn. For all n ≤ 1

we can define Yn := ϕatt(Ỹn). For any n > 1 we define Yn to be the unique component

of ρ−1(Ỹn) which contains Yn−1. Thus Yn is the unique component of f−q(Yn−1) containing
Yn−1. It follows that Y :=

⋃
n∈Z Yn is the unique f q-invariant component of ρ−1(Ỹ ), 0 ∈ ∂Y ,

and cvf ∈ Y. As every other branch of ρ−1 defined on Y corresponds to a component of
f−kq ◦ fkq(Y ), to finish proving the lemma it suffices to show that zero is the unique point
in ∂Y ∩ ∂U0.

As Y and ∂U0 are f
q-invariant, ∂Y ∩∂U0 must also be f q-invariant. Additionally, ∂Y ∩∂U0

is connected; indeed if 〈zn〉∞n=1 and 〈z′n〉∞n=1 are sequences in Y which tend towards ∂U0 then
for all n we can find a curve γn in Y connecting zn to z′n such that any sequence of points in
γn tends to ∂U0 when n → ∞. It is shown in [DH84] that the dynamics of the polynomial

Q0 on ∂UQ0

0 are topologically conjugate to the doubling map on the circle, so Proposition
2.5 implies that the only f q-invariant connected subsets of ∂Y ∩ ∂U0 are {0} and ∂U0. Let
z−1 be the non-zero pre-image under f q of 0 in ∂U0. As γ := ϕatt((1,+∞)) is a curve in Y
whose closure connects f q(cvf) and zero, there are two components γ+ and γ− of f−2q(γ)
which each connect one of the two pre-images of z−1 in ∂U0 to cpf . The union γ+ ∪ γ− is
a curve in U0 which avoids Y and whose closure connects two distinct points in ∂U0, hence
∂Y ∩ ∂U0 6= ∂U0. �

If L is 1-nonescaping, then by definition δ ∈ W+. As E1 is a Jordan domain in Ĉ, it follows
from Lemma 3.5 that there is a unique component B of E1 which has zero on its boundary,
and 0 is the point in J0 on the boundary of B. Pulling back by f q completes the proof in the
d = 1 case. For d > 1, we observe that pulling back Ed−1 by χ+ produces a countable union
of pairwise disjoint Jordan domains in C. As L is d-nonescaping these domains all avoid δ.
As ρ is a covering map branched over the negative integers we can pull back by Tδ ◦ ρ and
apply Lemma 3.5 to complete the proof by induction. �

When L is d-nonescaping for some d ≥ 1, we will call the unique (d− 1)-asymptotic point
on the boundary of a component of Ed the parent of that component. We will say that that
a component B of Ed is a descendant of a component B′ of Ed′ with 1 ≤ d′ ≤ d if either
B = B′ or the parent of B belongs to the closure of a descendant of B′.

14



Let A = Af denote the set of all x ∈ R such that χ+ ◦ Υ0(x) is 0-asymptotic. For d ≥ 0
we define an enriched angle of depth d for f to be a sequence Θ = 〈θn〉dn=0 with θn ∈ A for
all n. By abuse of notation, when d = 0 we will not differentiate between 〈θ0〉 and θ0. We
will say that another enriched angle Θ′ = 〈θ′n〉d

′

n=0 is equivalent to Θ, and write Θ ∼ Θ′, if
and only if

(1) d = d′,
(2) θn = θ′n for all 0 < n ≤ d, and
(3) χ+ ◦Υ−1

1 (θ0) = χ+ ◦Υ−1
1 (θ′0).

For any integer m, we also define the following operations on enriched angles:

(1) Θ⊕Θ′ := 〈θ0, . . . , θd, θ′0, . . . , θ′d′〉.
(2) Θ +m := 〈θn +m〉dn=0.
(3) Θ ∗m := 〈θn +m · n〉dn=0.
(4) ⌊Θ⌋ := 〈θn〉d−1

n=0 if d > 0.
(5) ⌈Θ⌉ := 〈θn〉dn=1 if d > 0.

We will say that Θ is basic if θ1 ∼ 0. We define the principle integer of Θ to be the minimal
integer j so that (d, j) ≥ (0, 0) and θd + j ∼ 0.

For all θ ∈ A, we set zfθ = zLθ := χ+ ◦ Υ0(θ). If L is d-nonescaping for some d ≥ 1, then
for any enriched angle Θ = 〈θn〉dn=0 we define BL

⌊Θ⌋ to be the unique component of Ed which

has zL⌊Θ⌋ as its parent and and we define υL⌊Θ⌋ : H → BL
⌊Θ⌋ to be the corresponding branch of

(Tδ ◦ ρ ◦ Ld−1)−1 ◦ Υ0. It follows from Proposition 3.4 that υL⌊Θ⌋ extends continuously to a

homeomorphism from H ∪ {∞} to BL
⌊Θ⌋, we define

zLΘ = υL⌊Θ⌋(θd).

For an enriched angle Θ of depth 0, while ⌊Θ⌋ is not defined we will nevertheless denote

BL
⌊Θ⌋ := Ĉ \ Uf

0 , υ⌊Θ⌋ := χ+ ◦Υ0, and z
L
⌊Θ⌋ := 0 to simplify some statements.

The two following propositions show how our labeling respects the dynamics of f and L.

Proposition 3.6. Assume that L is d-nonescaping for some d ≥ 0. For any enriched angle
Θ of depth d, f q(zΘ) = zΘ+1. If d > 0, then L(zΘ) = z⌈Θ⌉.

Proof. Set Θ = 〈θn〉dn=0. If d = 0, then

f q(zΘ) = f q ◦ χ+ ◦Υ0(θ0) = χ+ ◦Υ0 ◦ T1(θ0) = zΘ+1.

If d > 0 and the proposition holds for smaller values of d, then it follows from the definition
that f q ◦ υ⌊Θ⌋ = υ⌊Θ⌋+1 ◦ T1. Hence

f q(zΘ) = f q ◦ υ⌊Θ⌋(θd) = υ⌊Θ⌋+1(θd + 1) = zΘ+1.

If d = 1, then

L(zΘ) = χ+ ◦Υ0(θ1) = z⌈Θ⌉.

If d > 1 and the proposition holds for smaller values of d, then it follows from the definition
that L ◦ υ⌊Θ⌋ = υ⌈⌊Θ⌋⌉ = υ⌊⌈Θ⌉⌋. Hence

L(zΘ) = L ◦ υ⌊Θ⌋(θd) = υ⌊⌈Θ⌉⌋(θd) = z⌈Θ⌉.

�
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Proposition 3.7. Assume that L is 1-nonescaping and fix some θ ∈ A. For any sufficiently
large integers m,m′ ≥ 0,

fkf
+ ◦ ϕf

rep ◦ Tδ−m′ ◦ (ϕf
att)

−1(z〈0,θ+m〉) = zθ+m−m′

Proof. It follows from the definitions that χ = ϕrep on Ωrep and ϕatt is a branch of ρ−1 defined
on Ωatt. As ϕatt(w) → 0 when w → ∞, it follows that ϕatt maps T−δ(E1) ∩ Ωatt into B0.

Let m ≥ 0 be a large enough integer so that z〈0,θ+m〉 = fmq(z〈0,θ〉) ∈ Patt. It follows from
Proposition 3.6 and the definitions of ρ and χ+ that for any sufficiently integer m′ ≥ 0,

zθ+m−m′ = χ+ ◦ Tδ−m ◦ ρ(zθ+m−m′) = fkf
+ ◦ ϕf

rep ◦ Tδ−m′ ◦ (ϕf
att)

−1(z〈0,θ+m〉).

�

When we modify δ modulo Z, the following propositions show how the labeling changes.

Proposition 3.8. If Lδ is d-nonescaping for some d ≥ 0, then Lδ+1 is also d-nonescaping

and KLδ
d = K

Lδ+1

d , JLδ
d = J

Lδ+1

d , and ELδ
d = E

Lδ+1

d . Moreover,

zLδ
Θ = z

Lδ+1

Θ∗1

for any enriched angle Θ of depth d.

Proof. The first part of the proposition follows immediately from Lδ+1 = Lδ ◦ f q. It then
follows the definition of υd that

υ
Lδ+1

d = Td ◦ υLδ
d .

The rest of the proposition then follows immediately. �

Proposition 3.9. If Lδ0 is (d + 1)-nonescaping, then for any enriched angle Θ of depth d
there exists a neighborhood ∆ of δ0 such that the function

(3) (δ, w) 7→ υLδ
Θ (w)

is holomorphic on ∆×H and continuous on ∆×H ∪ {∞}.

Proof. First we consider Θ = 0. As

υLδ
0 = ρ−1 ◦ T−δ ◦Υ0

for the unique branch of ρ−1 which agrees with ϕatt, the proposition follows immediately.
Pulling back by specific branches of f−1, we can see that the proposition holds for d = 0.

Now let us assume that d > 0 and that the proposition holds for smaller values of d. The
inductive hypothesis implies that the map

δ 7→ υLδ
Θ (∞)

is continuous on a neighborhood of δ0. The branch of (Tδ◦ρ◦Ld
δ)

−1 used to define υLδ
Θ therefore

depends continuously and hence holomorphically on δ, so the function (3) is holomorphic
on ∆×H for some neighborhood ∆ of δ0. To extend continuously to H, we observe that as
Lδ is (d+ 1)-nonescaping any continuous branch of (Tδ ◦ ρ ◦ Ld

δ)
−1 on E1 can be analytically

extended to a neighborhood of E1. �
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3.2. Pre-petals. In the next section it will be important to consider certain pre-images of
the attracting and repelling petals for f .

Proposition 3.10. Fix some d ≥ 0 and assume that L is d-nonescaping. There exist
R,R′ ≥ 0 such that for any enriched angle Θ of depth d with principle integer j, there exist
univalent functions ϕL

Θ,att and ϕ
L
Θ,rep satisfying:

(1) The domains of ϕL
Θ,att and ϕ

L
Θ,rep are TR−j(Ω

f
att) and T−R′−j(Ω

f
rep) respectively.

(2) On the domain of ϕL
Θ,ι,

Ld ◦ f jq ◦ ϕL
Θ,ι = ϕf

ι ◦ Tj.
(3) ϕL

Θ,ι(z) → zLΘ when w → ∞.

(4) The image of ϕL
Θ,att is contained in Kd−1.

(5) For any w with |Rew| < 1 and −Imw > 0 sufficiently large, ϕL
Θ,rep(w) is contained

in the image of ϕL
Θ,att.

(6) If d = 0, then R = 1 and R′ = 0.

Proof. If θ ∼ 0, then we define ϕL
θ,ι := ϕf

ι . As cv
f avoids the Jordan domain ϕatt ◦ T1(Ωatt)

and Uf
0 is a Jordan domain, there exists a unique continuous branch of f−q defined on

ϕatt ◦T1(Ωatt) whose image lies in Uf
0 and such that f−q ◦ϕatt(w) → zL−1 when w → ∞. Using

this branch, we define

ϕL
−1,att := f−q ◦ ϕf

att ◦ T1
on Ωatt. Let X be the lower component of Patt ∩ Prep. It follows from Theorem 2.4 that cvf

avoids Prep, so there exists a continuous branch of f−q on Prep which agrees with the above
branch on X . Using this new branch of f−q, we define

ϕL
−1,rep := f−q ◦ ϕf

rep ◦ T1
on T−1(Ωrep).

It follows from Proposition 3.2 that for any integer ℓ, the critical values of Ld ◦ f ℓq are
contained in the set ⋃

0≤s<q
0≤n≤d

(n,m)≥(0,0)

Ln ◦ fmq+s(cvf).

As L is d-nonescaping, it follows that Ln ◦ fmq(cvf) → 0 when m→ ±∞ for any 1 ≤ n ≤ d
and (n,m) ≥ (0, 0). Moreover, Ln ◦ fmq /∈ JL

0 for any (n,m) ≥ (0, 0). Hence Ld ◦ f ℓq is a
covering map over a neighborhood D of zL−1 for any integer ℓ. It follows from Theorem 2.4
that we can choose R,R′ ≥ 0 so that

ϕL
−1,att ◦ TR−1(Ωatt) ∪ ϕL

−1,rep ◦ T−R′−1(Ωrep) ⊂ D

Thus for any enriched angle Θ of depth d with principle integer j > 0, it follows from
Proposition 3.6 that there is a unique continuous branch of (Ld ◦ f (j−1)q)−1 defined on D
which sends zL−1 to zLΘ. Using this branch, we define

ϕL
Θ,ι := (Ld ◦ f (j−1)q)−1 ◦ ϕL

−1,ι ◦ Tj−1.

If d = 0, then the above implies that the image of ϕL
−1,ι avoids the critical values of f ℓq for

all ℓ > 0, so we can choose R = 1 and R′ = 0. �
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We will call the functions ϕL
Θ,att and ϕ

L
Θ,rep attracting and repelling pre-petal parameters

respectively. We will call the images

PL
Θ,ι := ϕL

Θ,ι(Dom(ϕL
Θ,ι))

attracting and repelling pre-petals for L. It follows from the proof of Proposition 3.10 that
for Θ an enriched angle of depth 0, the pre-petal parameter ϕL

Θ,ι does not depend on L; in

this case we will also denote ϕf
Θ,ι := ϕL

Θ,ι.

3.3. Virtually parabolic Lavaurs maps. Let us denote f̃ := Rδf . We will assume in
this subsection that δ is equal to some rational p̃/q̃ ∈ [−1/2, 1/2], so f̃ has a p̃/q̃ parabolic

fixed point at 0. Our assumption f has Jordan basin induces the same for f̃ .

Proposition 3.11. f̃ has Jordan basin.

Proof. When p̃/q̃ = 0/1 this fact is proved in [LY14, Theorem 4.6], the same argument can
be applied in the general case. �

The Lavaurs map L is said to have a virtually parabolic fixed point at 0 in this case. We
can lift the parabolic dynamics of f̃ to L.

Proposition 3.12. There exist and univalent maps

ϕ̃L
att : Ω

f̃
att → C and ϕ̃L

rep : Ω
f̃
rep → C

such that:

(1) Exp ◦Tδ ◦ ρf ◦ ϕ̃L
ι = ϕf̃

ι .
(2) ϕ̃L

att(0) = cvf .

(3) The image of ϕ̃L
ι is a Jordan domain inside Uf

0 whose boundary intersects ∂Uf
0 only

at 0.
(4) ϕ̃L

ι (w) → 0 when w → ∞.

(5) ϕ̃L
ι ◦ T1 = Lq̃ ◦ f−(p̃+c

f
+
q̃)q ◦ ϕ̃L

ι .

Proof. As cvf̃ = Exp(δ), there exists a unique branch of T−δ ◦ Exp−1 on P f̃
att which sends

cvf̃ to 0. As P f̃
att is a Jordan domain, it follows from Lemma 3.5 that there is a continuous

branch of (Exp ◦Tδ ◦ ρf )−1 on P f̃
att so that

ϕ̃L
att := (Exp ◦Tδ ◦ ρf )−1 ◦ ϕf̃

att

satisfies the first four desired properties. We can extend the restriction of this branch to the

lower component of P f̃
att ∩ P f̃

rep to all of P f̃
rep to similarly define ϕ̃L

rep.

Let P be the image of ϕ̃L
att and let P̃ = Tδ ◦ρf(P ). The definition of f̃ implies that there is

some integer m̃ so that Exp conjugates Tm̃ ◦
(
Tδ ◦Hf

)q̃
on P̃ to f̃ q̃ on P f̃

att. Thus L
q̃ ◦f m̃q(P )

is contained in a component of (Tδ ◦ ρf )−1(P̃ ). It follows from the definition of L, more

specifically the definition of χ+, that this component is contained in Uf
0 and has 0 on its

boundary; this component is therefore P . This proves the last property for ϕ̃L
att and the

same argument can be applied for ϕ̃L
rep; the non-empty intersection of the images of ϕ̃L

att and

ϕ̃L
att implies that we can use the same integer m̃ for both functions. As Hf(w) − w → c

f
+

when Imw → +∞, we can compute m̃+ q̃(δ + c
f
+) = 0. �
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We denote P̃L
ι to be the image of ϕ̃L

ι . We also define

UL := (Exp ◦Tδ ◦ ρf )−1(U f̃ )

and define UL
0 to be the unique component of UL containing cvf . It follows from Lemma 3.5

that UL
0 is a Jordan domain in Uf

0 with zero on its boundary and Exp ◦Tδ ◦ ρf conjugates

Lq̃ ◦ f−(p̃+q̃cf
+
)q on UL

0 to f̃ q̃ on U f̃
0 . Using the virtually parabolic dynamics of L, we have the

following control of the escaping bubbles of L.

Proposition 3.13. There is a unique sequence (Θd)
∞
d=0, where Θd is a basic enriched angle

of depth d for all d ≥ 0, such that:

(1) For all d ≥ 1, ⌊Θd⌋ = Θd−1.
(2) For all d ≥ q̃,

Lq̃ ◦ f m̃q(BΘd
) = BΘd−q̃

.

(3) For any sufficiently large d0 ≥ 0,

(a) BΘd
⊂ ϕ̃L

rep(Ω
f̃
rep) for all d ≥ d0.

(b) If

z ∈ P̃L
rep ∩

(
⋃

d≥0

Ed

)

is sufficiently close to 0, then z belongs to a descendant of BΘd0
.

Proof. For all 0 ≤ n < q̃ we set U f̃
n := f̃n(U f̃

0 ). It follows from Proposition 3.11 that U f̃
n is a

Jordan domain for all n. As cvf̃ ∈ U f̃
0 is the unique critical value of f̃ , the restriction of f̃n

to U f̃
0 extends to a homeomorphism from U f̃

0 to U f̃
n . As U

f̃
0 is a Jordan domain, Proposition

2.5 implies that there is a homeomorphism ξ : UQ1

0 → U f̃
0 which conjugates Q1 to f̃ q̃ and

which is analytic on UQ1

0 . For all 0 ≤ n < q̃ we define γn to be the arc f̃n ◦ ξ([−1, 0]). As

0 and ∞ are the only possible asymptotic values for f̃ and f̃n is univalent on U f̃
0 for all

1 ≤ n < q̃, we have

lim
t→−1

f̃n ◦ ξ(t) = 0

if and only if n = q̃ for 0 ≤ n ≤ q̃. Hence the curve γn contains a point on the boundary
of Dom0(f̃) if and only if n = q̃, and this point is unique when it exists. As Dom0(f̃) is

a Jordan domain, we can define Γ to be the union of
⋃q̃−1

n=0 γn and a simple curve which

connects the point in γq̃−1 ∩ ∂Dom0(f̃) to ∞, avoids Dom0(f̃), and which is contained in

R near ∞. It follows from the construction that the the image of Γ ∩Dom0(f̃) under f̃ is
contained in Γ. We define V := C \ Γ.

Lemma 3.14. V is simply connected.

Proof. By construction, if V is not simply connected, then there must be a point z ∈ C
which is contained in both γn1

and γn2
for some 0 ≤ n1 < n2 < q̃. Thus there exists some

t1, t2 ∈ [−1, 0) such that

z = f̃n1 ◦ ξ(t1) = f̃n2 ◦ ξ(t2).
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If t1 6= −1 or t2 6= −1, so z ∈ U f̃
n1

or z ∈ U f̃
n2
, then it would follow that n1 = n2 which is a

contradiction. As γn contains a point in ∂Dom0(f̃) if and only if n = q̃ − 1, we must have

ñ2 < q̃ − 1. As f̃ ñ ◦ ξ(−1) belongs to Dom0(f̃) for all 0 ≤ ñ < q̃ − 1, we have

f̃n2−n1(f̃n1 ◦ ξ(−1)) = f̃n2 ◦ ξ(−1).

Hence f̃n1 ◦ ξ(−1) is periodic under f̃ , but this is a contradiction as

lim
t→−1

f̃ q̃−n1(f̃n1 ◦ ξ(t)) = 0.

�

It follows from our construction that the intersection of any small neighborhood of zero
with V has exactly q̃ components which zero on their boundary. As V avoids all the critical
values of f̃ q̃ and f̃ q̃ is injective in a neighborhood of 0, there are exactly q̃ components of
f̃−q̃(V) which have 0 on their boundary. Let us fix one such component U and let ζ : V → U
be the corresponding branch of f̃−q̃. As 0 is on the boundary of U , the Denjoy-Wolff theorem
implies that the iterates of ζ converge locally uniformly to 0. As V is connected, there exists

some integer 0 ≤ n < q̃ such that for any z ∈ V, ζj(z) lies in f̃n(P f̃
rep) for all large j > 0.

Replacing U with another component of f̃−q̃(V), we can assume that n = 0; in particular

P f̃
rep ⊂ V. We define Ṽ to be the component of (Exp ◦Tδ ◦ ρf)−1(V) which contains P̃L

rep and

we define Ũ to be the component of (Exp ◦Tδ ◦ ρf )−1(U) which contains Ṽ. Setting
m̃ = −q̃(δ + c

f
+),

it follows from Proposition 3.12 that Exp ◦Tδ ◦ρf conjugates the restriction Lq̃ ◦f m̃q : Ũ → Ṽ
to the restriction f̃ q̃ : U → V. Let ζ̃ : Ṽ → Ũ be the corresponding inverse map, so

Exp ◦Tδ ◦ ρf ◦ ζ̃ = ζ ◦ Exp ◦Tδ ◦ ρf .
As V intersects the compliment of Dom0(f̃) in a single component, it follows that Ṽ

intersects E1 in a single connected component. For ever integer s ≥ 0, let Bsq̃ be the unique

component of E1+sq̃ which contains ζ̃s(Ṽ ∩ EL
1 ).

Lemma 3.15. Fix some integers s, s′ ≥ 0 and a component B of Es′ with parent zB. If
B ∩ ζ̃s(Ṽ) is non-empty, then one of the following holds:

(1) s′ = sq̃ and B = Bsq̃.

(2) s′ > 1 + sq̃ and B ⊂ ζ̃s(Ṽ).
(3) s′ = 1 + sq̃, B \ {zB} ⊂ ζ̃s(Ṽ), and zB ∈ ∂Bsq̃.

Proof. As B and ζ̃s(Ṽ) are Jordan domains, if B ∩ ζ̃s(Ṽ) is non-empty, then B ∩ ζ̃s(Ṽ) is

also non-empty. As Lq̃ ◦ f m̃q = ζ̃−1, we must have s′ ≥ sq̃. Moreover, the uniqueness in the
definition of Bsq̃ implies that B = Bsq̃ if s

′ = sq̃. Thus we can restrict to the case s′ > sq̃.
Assume that there is some point

x′ ∈ B ⊂ Js′ ∪ Es′ ∪ Js′−1

which belongs to the boundary of ζ̃s(Ṽ). As s′ > sq̃, the point x := (Lq̃ ◦fmq)s(x′) is defined

and belongs to ∂Ṽ . We have four possible cases:

(1) x /∈ Uf
0 ,
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(2) Exp ◦Tδ ◦ ρf (x) /∈ Dom0(f̃),

(3) Exp ◦Tδ ◦ ρf (x) ∈ Γ ∩ ∂Dom0(f̃), or

(4) Exp ◦Tδ ◦ ρf (x) ∈ Γ ∩Dom0(f̃).

The first case above implies that x ∈ JL
sq̃, and the second case implies that x′ ∈ E1+sq̃. Both

are impossible as s′ > sq̃. The third case above implies that x ∈ J1∩∂B0, so x
′ ∈ J1+sq̃∩∂Bsq̃ .

Hence x′ = zB and s′ = 1 + sq̃. The fourth case above is impossible as every point in
Γ ∩Dom0(f̃) has infinite forward orbit under f̃ .

Thus we have shown that if s > sq̃, then B can intersect the boundary of ζ̃s(Ṽ) only at
the parent of B and only when s = 1 + sq̃, which completes the proof. �

For all integers d ≥ 0 not equivalent to 0 modulo q̃, we inductively define Bd to be the
unique component of Ed+1 whose closure contains the parent of Bd+1. If d > 0 is equivalent
to 0 modulo q̃, Lemma 3.15 guarantees that Bd+1 is a descendant of Bd. Lemma 3.15 also
ensures that Bd ⊂ Ṽ for all d > 2, so ζn(Bd) converges to 0 inside P̃L

rep when n→ ∞. Hence

Bd ⊂ P̃L
rep for all sufficiently large d ≥ 0. Now let us fix any s ≥ 0 and let z be a point in

P̃L
rep ∩ (

⋃
d≥0Ed). As P̃L

rep ⊂ Ṽ , if z is sufficiently close to zero then z ∈ ζ̃s(Ṽ). If B is the
component of

⋃
d≥1 Ed which contains z, then Lemma 3.15 implies that B is a descendant of

Bsq̃. �

We will call the sequence 〈Θd〉∞d=0 in Proposition 3.13 the parabolic enriched angles for L.

3.4. Parameter spaces. Let us fix some f as in the previous section. For any d ≥ 0, we
define the d-nonescaping parameter set, d-Julia parameter set, and the d-escaping parameter
set to be

Kf
d :=

{
δ ∈ C : Lf

δ is d-nonescaping
}
,

J f
d :=

{
δ ∈ C : Lf

δ is d-Julia
}
, and

Ef
d :=

{
δ ∈ C : Lf

δ is d-escaping
}

respectively. The following proposition shows that for d = 0, the definition of Ef
0 agrees with

C \W f
+.

Proposition 3.16. For any w ∈ H, δ = Υf
0(w) if and only if Tδ ◦ ρf(cvf) = Υf

0(w).

Proof. As ρf (cvf) = 0, we have Tδ ◦ ρf (cvf) = δ. �

We set Bf
0 := Ef

1 , and for any basic enriched angle Θ of depth d ≥ 1 we define

Bf
Θ :=

{
δ ∈ Ef

d+1 : L
f
δ ◦ f−jq(cvf) ∈ B

Lf
δ

⌈Θ⌉−j for all large integers j ≥ 0

}
.

We will say that a parameter δ ∈ J f
d is d-asymptotic if cvf is d-asymptotic for Lf

δ . The
structure of the escaping parameter sets mimics that of the dynamical escaping sets.

Proposition 3.17. For any basic enriched angle Θ of depth d ≥ 1, BΘ is a Jordan domain
and there is an analytic isomorphism Υf

Θ : H → BΘ such that δ = Υf
Θ(w) if and only if

Lf
δ ◦ f−jq(cvf) = υ

Lf
δ

⌈Θ⌉−j ◦ T−j(w)
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Figure 5. The parameter space of Lavaurs maps of Q1. The d-escaping
parameter set is shown in light gray for d = 1, dark gray for d = 2, and white
for d > 2.

for all sufficiently large integers j ≥ 0. Moreover, the components of Ed are all pairwise
disjoint.

Proof. This proposition is proved in [DLP23] for the family of horn maps Tδ ◦H . The semi-
conjugacies between Tδ ◦ H and Lδ on W+ implies that the same holds for our family of
Lavaurs maps. We will only show here the construction of the map ΨΘ, where our argument
differs slightly from that in [DLP23]; we can then prove that BΘ is a Jordan domain by
identical argument to the one given in [DLP23]. Our argument relies on a quasiconformal
surgery, for an introduction to the use of quasiconformal maps in holomorphic dynamics we
refer the reader to [BF14].

Let us fix some enriched angle Θ of depth d ≥ 1 and assume that there is a non-empty
connected component B of BΘ, so B is a connected component of Ed+1. Fix some δ ∈ B and
set

ζ = Tδ ◦ ρ ◦ Ld
δ(cv

f).

For all w ∈ H we define the quasiconformal map

Ξw : H → H

by

Ξw(x− iy) = x− y · w − Re ζ

Im ζ

for all x ∈ R and y > 0. It follows from this definition that Ξw commutes with T1, extends
continuously to the identity on R, and satisfies ξw(ζ) = w. We set ξw := Υ0 ◦ Ξw ◦Υ−1

0 .
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Let us denote by Λ the trivial Beltrami differential on C. We define a (Tδ ◦H)-invariant
Beltrami differential on C by

λ̃w :=

{
(ξw ◦ (Tδ ◦H)d)∗ Λ on (Tδ ◦H)−d(E1) for all d ≥ 0,

Λ on C \
⋃

d≥0(Tδ ◦H)−d(E1),

where ∗ denotes the pull-back operation on Beltrami differentials. Note that λ̃w is T1-
invariant as Tδ ◦H commutes with T1.

We define the Beltrami differential λw := (Tδ ◦ ρ)∗ λ̃w on U0; it follows from the semi-
conjugacy of f q to T1 that λw is invariant under f q. By the measurable Riemann mapping
theorem, there exists a quasiconformal homeomorphism φw : U0 → U0 satisfying φ

∗
w Λ = λw.

The map

f̃w := φw ◦ f q ◦ φ−1
w : U0 → U0

is therefore holomorphic and quasiconformally conjugate to f q. We have the following clas-
sical fact:

Lemma 3.18. If g : D → D is a holomorphic function satisfying:

(1) zero is the unique critical point of g counting multiplicity; and
(2) there is a bi-infinite sequence {zn}n∈Z such that g(zn) = zn+1 for all n and zn → 1

when n→ ±∞;

then

g(z) =
3z2 + 1

z2 + 3
.

Proof. See for example [LY14, Theroem 2.33]. �

It follows from Lemma 3.18 that f̃w is conformally conjugate to f q. Hence we can choose
φw so that it depends continuously on w and f̃w = f q. As f q has a unique critical point in
U0 and φw is orientation-preserving, it follows that φw is the identity on the entire grand
orbit of cvf under f q. As U0 is a Jordan domain, φw therefore extends continuously to the
identity on ∂U0.

As Tδ ◦H = Tδ ◦ ρ ◦χ+ on W+, the Beltrami differential χ∗
+ λw is equal to λ̃w on W+. We

can lift φw by χ+ to a quasiconformal homeomorphism φ̃w : W+ → W+; it follows from the
above that φ̃∗

w Λ = λ̃w on W+ and φ̃w extends continuously to the identity on ∂W+. Thus

we can extend φ̃w to a quasiconformal automorphism of C by

φ̃w(z) =

{
φ̃w(z) if z ∈ W+,

ξw(z) if z ∈ E1.

It follows from this construction that φ̃∗
w Λ = λ̃w. Thus

ρw := φ̃w ◦ Tδ ◦ ρ ◦ φ−1
w

is holomorphic and semi-conjugates f q to T1. It follows from the uniqueness in part (2a) of
Theorem 2.4 that there exists some δw ∈ C so that

ρw = Tδw ◦ ρ.
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Similarly, the function

χw(z) :=

{
φw ◦ χ+ ◦ φ̃−1

w (z) if z ∈ W+

χ+(z) if z ∈ E1 ∩Dom(χ+)

is holomorphic and there exists some δ′w ∈ C so that

χw = χ+ ◦ Tδ′w .
As χw = χ+ on E1 ∩ Dom(χ+), we must have δ′w = 0. Thus

φw ◦ Lδ ◦ φ−1
w = φw ◦ χ+ ◦ φ̃−1

w ◦ φ̃w ◦ Tδ ◦ ρ ◦ φ−1
w = χ+ ◦ Tδw ◦ ρ = Lδw

on φw(K
Lδ
1 ) = K

Lδw
1 . Moreover,

Tδw ◦ ρ ◦ Ld
δw(cv

f) = φ̃w ◦ Tδ ◦ ρ ◦ φ−1
w ◦ Ld

δw(cv
f)

= ξw ◦ Tδ ◦ ρ ◦ Ld
δ ◦ φ−1

w (cvf)

= ξw(δ)

= w.

As φw depends continuously on w, the mapping Ψ(w) := δw is continuous. Moreover, Ψ is
biholomorphic as it is a continuous inverse branch of the holomorphic function

z 7→ Tz ◦ ρ ◦ Ld
z(cv

f).

It follows from this construction that Ψ(H) ⊂ Ed+1, hence Ψ(H) ⊂ B. As any point on the
boundary of the image of Ψ cannot belong to Ed+1, Ψ is in fact an analytic isomorphism
from H to B. �

For any basic enriched angle Θ of depth larger than 1, we denote by Zf
Θ = ZΘ the unique

parameter in ∂BΘ such that cvf = z
LZΘ

Θ ; we call ZΘ the parent of BΘ.

4. Limits of External rays

For any N ≥ 0 and σ = (kn)
N
n=1 ∈ ZN we denote

ℓ(σ) := N and |σ| := inf
1≤n≤N

|kn|,

setting |σ| := ∞ when N = 0.

For any map f ∈ FV with a p/q-parabolic k-periodic point at zero and any Σ ⊂
⋃

N≥0 Z
N ,

we define a Log-multiplier family near f indexed by Σ to be a collection of holomorphic maps
{hσ,α} = {hσ,α}σ∈Σ,α∈D such that:

(1) hσ,α depends continuously on σ and holomorphically on α ∈ D.
(2) hσ,α has a k-periodic point at zero with multiplier e2πiµp/q(α).
(3) hσ,α → f when |σ| → ∞ and ℓ(σ) → supσ′∈Σ ℓ(σ

′).

Let us now fix some f ∈ FV with a p/q-parabolic fixed point at zero with S(p/q) = +1
and a Log-multiplier family {hσ,α} indexed by some Σ with α ∈ D; the cases where zero is
a periodic point of f or S(p/q) = −1 can be studied similarly. To simplify our notation we
will suppress the dependence on σ and α and write h = hσ,α.
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We will assume that for all C > 1, if α ∈ A(C) is sufficiently close to 0 and if h is sufficiently
close to f , then there exists an analytic function

ϕh,f
−1,att : Dom(ϕf

−1,att) ∩ T1/α(Dom(ϕf
−1,rep)) → Dom(hq)

which satisfies:

(1) hq ◦ ϕh,f
−1,att = ϕh,f

att ◦ T1 on Dom(ϕh,f
−1,att).

(2) ϕh,f
−1,att depends continuously and holomorphically on h and converges to ϕf

−1,att when
h→ f .

(3) ϕh,f
−1,rep := T−1/α ◦ ϕh,f

−1,att converges to ϕ
f
−1,rep when h→ f .

We will say that the Log-multiplier family has pre-petals in this case. Note that this condition
holds automatically if the immediate basin Uf

0 is compactly contained in the domain of f q,
for example if f is a polynomial.

Let us now fix some Lavaurs map L = Lf
δ for f which is d-nonescaping for some d ≥ 0.

Note that we can choose C > 1 sufficiently large so that if n− 1
α
is close to δ for some large

integer n then α ∈ A(C). Using the approximations of ϕL
−1,ι, we can construct approximations

for all of the pre-petal parameters for L.

Proposition 4.1. Fix some enriched angle Θ of depth d with principle integer j. If h is
sufficiently close to f and if n − 1/α is sufficiently close to δ for some integer n ≥ 0, then
there exists an analytic function

ϕh,L
Θ,att : Dom(ϕf

Θ,att) ∩ T1/α(Dom(ϕf
Θ,rep)) → Dom(h)

such that:

(1) hd(nq+kf+)+jq ◦ ϕh,f
Θ,att = ϕh,f

att ◦ Tj on the domain of ϕh,f
Θ,att.

(2) ϕh,f
Θ,att depends continuously and holomorphically on h and converges locally uniformly

to ϕf
Θ,att when h→ f and n− 1/α→ δ.

(3) ϕh,f
Θ,rep := T−1/α ◦ ϕh,f

Θ,att converges to ϕ
f
Θ,rep when h→ f and n− 1/α→ δ.

Proof. For Θ ∼ 0, we can define ϕh,L
Θ,ι := ϕh,f

ι . If instead j > 0, then it follows from the

proof of Proposition 3.10 that Ld ◦ f (j−1)q univalently maps a neighborhood of zLΘ containing
the images of ϕL

Θ,att and ϕL
Θ,rep to a neighborhood of zL−1 containing the images of ϕL

−1,att

and ϕL
−1,rep. As hnq+kf+ converges to L when h → f and n − 1/α → δ, we can use the

corresponding branches of (hd(nq+kf
+
)+(j−1)q)−1 to define

ϕh,L
Θ,ι := (hd(nq+kf

+
)+(j−1)q)−1 ◦ ϕh,f

−1,ι ◦ Tj−1.

�

As a consequence of the above and Proposition 3.6, we have the following relationship
between our labeling of the pre-petal parameters and the dynamics of h:

Corollary 4.2. For any enriched angle Θ of depth d, if h is sufficiently close to f and
n− 1/α is close to δ then

hq ◦ ϕh,L
Θ,ι (w) = ϕh,L

Θ+1,ι ◦ T1(w) and
hnq+kf

+ ◦ ϕh,f
Θ,ι(w) = ϕh,L

⌈Θ⌉(w)
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for any w where both sides of the respective equations are defined.

For any topological space S, sets Ys ⊂ Ĉ parameterized by s ∈ S, and any compact set

X ⊂ Ĉ, we will say that Ys
⊂−→ X when s→ s0 ∈ Λ if

sup
y∈Ys

inf
x∈X

dĈ(x, y) → 0

when s→ s0, where dĈ is the spherical metric.
Let xσ0 > 0 and λσ ≥ 2 be real numbers which depend only on σ and set

Xσ
m := {(λσ)m(x− iy) : |x| < xσ0 , | log y| < log λσ}

for all integers m. We will now assume that if h is sufficiently close to f , then there exists
an analytic function ψh

0 defined on of Xσ
0 such that:

(1) ψh
0 depends continuously and holomorphically h.

(2)

hq ◦ ψh
0 (w) = ψh

0 (λ
σw)

for all w where both sides of the equation are defined.
(3) There exists a compact set X̂f

0,0 ⊂ P f
rep which avoids Uf such that

ψh
0 (X

σ
0 )

⊂−→ X̂f
0,0

when h→ f .

We will say that the log-multiplier family has external rays in this case, we will call ψh
0 the

external coordinate of h, and we will call any image of a vertical line under ψh
0 an external

ray for h. To simplify our notation, we will suppress the dependence on σ and write λ = λσ,
x0 = xσ0 , and Xm = Xσ

m. We will also write ψh,L
θ = ψh

0 for any θ ∈ Af equivalent to 0.

Proposition 4.3. Fix some enriched angle Θ of depth d. There exists an integer M ′ such
that for any M ≤ M ′, if h and n − 1/α are sufficiently close to f and δ respectively then

there exists an analytic function ψh,L
Θ defined on

⋃M ′

m=M Xm such that

hq ◦ ψh,L
Θ (w) = ψh,L

Θ+1(λw) and

hnq+kf
+ ◦ ψh,L

Θ (w) = ψh,L
⌈Θ⌉(w)

for any w where both sides of the respective equations are defined. For any M ≤ m ≤ M ′

there exists a compact set X̂L
Θ,m ⊂ PL

Θ,rep such that ψh,L
Θ (Xm)

⊂−→ X̂L
Θ,m when h → f and

n− 1/α→ δ.

Proof. Let us denote by gh the continuous branch of (ϕh,f
rep)

−1 defined on a neighborhood of

X̂0,0 so

gh ◦ ψh,f
0 (X0)

⊂−→ (ϕf
rep)

−1(X̂0,0)

when h → f . Let j be the principle integer of Θ. Proposition 3.10 implies that if M ′ is a
negative integer with large magnitude, then

TM ′(ϕf
rep)

−1(X̂f
0,0) ⊂ Dom(ϕL

Θ,rep).

Thus for any M < M ′, if h is close to f and n− 1
α
is close to δ then we can define

ψh,L
Θ (w) := ϕh,L

Θ,rep ◦ Tm ◦ gh ◦ ψh
0 (λ

−mw)
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for all w ∈ Xm and M ≤ m ≤M ′. The desired properties all follow immediately.‘ �

Note that in the functions ψh,L
θ do not depend on L when for any θ ∈ Af ; in this case

we will denote ψh
θ := ψh,L

θ . It follows from Proposition 3.10 and the proof of Proposition 4.3
that if j is principle integer of θ, then ψh

θ is defined on X−j.
We will now assume that for any sufficiently large negative θ ∈ Af with principle integer

j > 0 there exists some bθ = bσθ such that if h is sufficiently close to f then:

(1) ψh
θ can be analytically extended to

⋃j
m=0X−m.

(2) For any w in the non-empty set X0 ∩ T−bθ(X0),

ψh
θ (w) = hk

f
+ ◦ ψh

0 ◦ Tbθ(w).
(3) For all 0 ≤ m ≤ j, there exists a compact set X̂θ,−m ⊂ fkf+(P f

rep) which avoids Uf

such that ψh
θ (X−m)

⊂−→ X̂θ,−m.

In this case we will say that the external rays and pre-petals for the log-multiplier family are
compatible.

Proposition 4.4. If bθ and bθ+1 are defined for some θ ∈ Af , then λbθ = bθ+1.

Proof. Let j be the principle integer of θ, so j − 1 is the principle integer of θ + 1. For
w ∈ X−j , we have

hk
f
+ ◦ ψh

0 (λw + λbθ) = hq ◦ ψh
θ (w) = ψh

θ+1(λw) = hk
f
+ ◦ ψh

0 (λw + bθ+1).

�

Using Proposition 4.4 we inductively define bθ+1 := λbθ for all θ ∈ Af ; to simplify our
notation we will write ξθ = Tbθ . Using compatibility we can extend Proposition 4.3.

Proposition 4.5. If d > 0, then for any enriched angle Θ of depth d and any integers
M ≤ M ′, if h and n − 1/α are sufficiently close to f and δ respectively for some integer

n ≥ 0, then ψh,L
Θ can be analytically extended to

⋃M ′

m=M (Xm). For any M ≤ m ≤ M ′ there

exists a compact set X̂L
Θ,m ⊂ B⌊Θ⌋ \ {z⌊Θ⌋} such that ψh,L

Θ (Xm)
⊂−→ X̂L

Θ,m when h → f and
n− 1/α→ δ.

Proof. Let us first assume that d = 1 and fix some θ ∈ Af and integers M ≤ M ′. Thus

there is some integer s so that ψh,L
〈0,θ〉 is defined on Xs when h and n − 1/α are sufficiently

close to f and δ respectively. Let M ′ ≥ s be a sufficiently large positive integer so that

X̂θ−M ′,−m ⊂ fkf
+(P f

rep) for all 0 ≤ m ≤ M ′ − s. Let ℓ ≥ 0 be a sufficiently large integer so
that

Tℓ−δ ◦ (ϕf
rep)

−1 ◦ f−kf
+(X̂θ−M ′,−m) ⊂ Ωf

att

for all 0 ≤ m ≤ M ′ − s. It follow Proposition 3.7 and the proof of Proposition 4.3 that if h
and n− 1/α are sufficiently close to f and δ respectively then

ψh,L
〈0,θ+ℓ−M ′〉(λ

ℓw) = ϕh,f
att ◦ Tℓ−n ◦ (ϕh,f

att )
−1 ◦ h−kf

+ ◦ ψθ−M ′(w)

for all w ∈ X−m and 0 ≤ m ≤M ′ − s. Applying h(M
′−ℓ)q, it follows that we can analytically

extend ϕh,L
〈0,θ〉 to Xm for all s ≤ m ≤M ′. As P f

att∩E1 has a unique connected component, the

corresponding sets X̂L
〈0,θ〉,m for s ≤ m ≤ M ′ must belong to BL

0 . This completes the proof
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for basic enriched angles when d = 1. As L is d-nonescaping, BΘ is mapped univalently onto
B〈0,θ〉 by L

d−1 ◦ fmq for some (d − 1, m) ≥ (0, 0) and θ ∈ Af . This allows us to extend the
above to the general case. �

Proposition 4.6. Fix some enriched angle Θ of depth d, some θ ∈ Af , and some neighbor-
hood D of zLΘ. There exists an integer M such that if h and n− 1/α are sufficiently close to

f and δ respectively, then ψh,L
Θ can be analytically extended so that it maps

ξθ−n

(
n−M⋃

m=M

X−m

)

into D. If L is (d+ 1)-nonescaping, then

ψh,L
Θ⊕θ(w) = ψh,L

Θ (λ−nξθ(w))

for all w where both sides of the equation are defined.

Proof. As bθ−m → 0 when m→ ∞, there exists some M ≥ 0 such that

X :=
⋃

m≥M

ξθ−m(X0) ⊂ X0 ∪ ξθ−M(X0).

It therefore follows from the definition of compatible external rays and pre-petals that, after
increasing M if necessary, ψh

0 is defined on X when h is close to f and there is a compact

set X̂ ⊂ ϕf
rep(Ω

f
rep(0)) such that ψh

0 (X) → X̂ when h → f . For some R > 0, let M ′ ≥ 0 be
an integer sufficiently large so that

TM ′−δ ◦ (ϕf
rep)

−1(X̂) ⊂ TR(Ω
f
att).

Note that if we fixM then the above inclusion still holds when we increaseM ′, and conversely
if we fix M ′ then the above inclusion still holds when we increase M . Hence we may take
M ′ = M . As ϕf

rep is univalent, when h is sufficiently close to f there exists a unique

continuous branch of (ϕh,f
rep)

−1 defined on a neighborhood of X which converges to (ϕf
rep)

−1

when h→ f . It follows that

TM−n ◦ (ϕh,f
att )

−1 ◦ ψh
0 (X) = TM−n+1/α ◦ (ϕh,f

rep)
−1 ◦ ψh

0 (X) ⊂ TR(Ω
h,f
att )

when h is close to f and n− 1/α is close to δ, using the continuous branch of (ϕh,f
rep)

−1 which

converges to (ϕf
rep)

−1 locally uniformly on a neighborhood of X̂ when h → f . Thus we can
define

ψh,L
0 (λ−mw) := ϕh,f

att ◦ T−m ◦ (ϕh,f
att )

−1 ◦ ψh
0 (w)

for all 0 ≤ m ≤ n−M and w in a neighborhood of X . In particular, this gives us an analytic
extension of ψh,L

0 to

ξθ−n

(
n−M⋃

m=0

X−m

)
.

As ϕf
ι (w) → 0 when w → ∞, we can choose R sufficiently large so that

ϕf
att ◦ TR(Ωf

att) ∪ ϕf
att ◦ T−R(Ω

f
rep) ⊂ D.
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Increasing M if necessary, it follows that

ψh,L
0 ◦ ξθ−n

(
n−M⋃

m=M

X−m

)
⊂ ϕh,f

att ◦ TR(Ωh,f
att ) ∪ ϕh,f

att ◦ T−R(Ω
h,f
rep) ⊂ D.

If L is 1-nonescaping, then it follows from the proof of proposition 4.5 that

ψh,L
θ−m(λ

−mw) = hk
f
+ ◦ ϕh,f

att ◦ Tn−m ◦ (ϕh,f
att )

−1 ◦ ψh,L
0⊕θ(w)

for any w where both sided of the equation are defined. As

hk
f
+ ◦ ϕh,f

att ◦ Tn−m ◦ (ϕh,f
att )

−1 ◦ ψh,L
0 (ξθ−n(w)) = hk

f
+ ◦ ψh,L

0 (λn−mξθ−n(w)) = ψh,L
θ−m(λ

n−mw)

by the definition of compatible external rays and pre-petal coordinates, we can conclude that

ψh,L
0⊕θ(w) = ψh,L

0 ◦ ξθ−n(λ
−nw) = ψh,L

0 (λ−nξθ(w))

for any w where both sided of the equation are defined.
The above proves the proposition for Θ ∼ 0, for general choices of Θ the proposition

follows by considering further pre-images under hq and hnq+kf+. �

For any θ ∈ Af , we define ψh
θ,n := ψh

θ for all integers n. If d > 0, then for any enriched

angle Θ = 〈θm〉dm=0 of depth d and any integer n, we define the function

ψh,f
Θ,n(w) := ψh,f

⌊Θ⌋,n

(
λ−nξθd(w)

)
.

Proposition 4.6 implies that ψh,f
Θ,n = ψh,L

Θ wherever both sets are defined when h and n−1/α
are close to f and δ respectively.

4.1. Parameter rays. Now we will lift the external rays in the previous subsection to the
parameter space of the Log-multiplier family. Our main tool in this task is Lemma 4.7 below,
which follows directly from the argument principle. Given a simple closed curve γ ⊂ C, sets
Yt ⊂ C which depend on t ∈ γ, and a continuous function g1 : γ → C, we will say that g1(t)
winds once around Yt when t winds once around γ if

1

2πi

∮

γ

dt

g1(t)− g2(t)
= 1

for any continuous function g2 : γ → C satisfying g2(t) ∈ Yt.

Lemma 4.7. Fix some Jordan domain D and some X ⊂ C. Let g1 : D → C be a continuous
function which is holomorphic on D and let g1 : X ×D → C be a map such that t 7→ g1(z, t)
is continuous on D and holomorphic on D for all z ∈ X. If g1(t) winds once around g2(X, t)
when t winds once around ∂D, then there exists a function φ : X → D such that φ(z) is the
unique point in D satisfying

g1(φ(z)) = g2(z, φ(z)).

If the function z 7→ g2(z, t) is injective, continuous, or holomorphic for all t ∈ D, then φ is
injective, continuous, or holomorphic respectively.

Using Lemma 4.7, we can construct analogues of the external coordinates in parameter
space.
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Proposition 4.8. For any sufficiently small neighborhood D of (ϕf
rep)

−1(X̂f
0,0) there exists

some n0 ≥ 0 such that if |σ| and ℓ(σ) are sufficiently large then there exists a holomorphic
function

Ψσ :
⋃

n≥n0

Xσ
−n → D

such that for any w ∈ X0 and n ≥ n0, α = Ψσ(λ−nw) is the unique choice of α ∈ D satisfying
n− 1

α
∈ D and

ϕh,f
rep

(
n− 1

α

)
= hnq(cvh,f) = ψh,f

0 (λnw).

For any large R > 0, if both M ≥ 0 and n ≥ 0 are sufficiently large then for any w ∈ X−M ,
α = Ψσ(λ−nw) is the unique choice of α ∈ D satisfying (4.8) and

∣∣∣∣n+M − 1

α

∣∣∣∣ < R.

Proof. Let D ⊂ Ωf
rep be a Jordan domain containing (ϕf

rep)
−1(X̂f

0,0). Thus ϕ
f
rep(δ) winds once

around X̂f
0,0 when δ winds once around the ∂D. For all n ≥ 0 we set

Dn :=

{
α ∈ C : n− 1

α
∈ D

}
.

As ϕh,f
rep → ϕf

rep and ψ
h
0 (X0)

⊂−→ X̂0,0 when h→ f , if |σ|, ℓ(σ), and n ≥ 0 are sufficiently large
then

ϕh,f
rep

(
n− 1

α

)
= hnq(cvh,f)

winds once around ψh,f
0 (Xσ

0 ) when α winds once around ∂Dn. As the function

(α,w) 7→ ψh,f
0 (w)

is holomorphic on Dn × X0, it follows from Lemma 4.7 that there is some n0 ≥ 0 and a
holomorphic function Ψσ

n : X0 → Dn for all n ≥ n0 such that α = Ψσ
n(w) is the unique choice

of α ∈ Dn satisfying

ψh,f
0 (w) = hnq(cvh,f)

for any w ∈ X0. Setting Ψσ(λ−nw) = Ψσ
n(w) for all n ≥ n0 and w ∈ X0, it follows from the

uniqueness above that Ψσ is a holomorphic function on
⋃

n≥n0
X−n.

Let R > 0 be large enough so that (ϕf
rep)

−1(X̂f
0,0) ⊂ DR, and let M ≥ 0 be large enough

so that

(ϕf
rep)

−1(X̂f
0,−M) ⊂ T−M(DR) ⊂ Ωf

rep.

Thus ϕf
rep(δ) winds once around X̂

f
0,−M when δ winds once around the boundary of T−M(DR).

Setting

Dn :=

{
α ∈ C : n+M − 1

α
∈ DR

}

for all n ≥ 0, we can repeat the above argument to complete the proof. �
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We will call the map Ψσ an external parameter for the Log-multiplier family. For any
t ∈ R we will call

Ψσ ({t− iy : y > 0} ∩Dom(Ψσ))

a parameter ray at angle t; we will say that the parameter ray lands at some α ∈ D when
Ψσ(t − iy) is defined for all small y > 0 and converges to α when t → 0. We note that it
follows from Proposition 4.8 that the parameter ray at angle 0 lands at 0 when |σ| and ℓ(σ)
are large. Our goal for the remainder of this section is to analytically extend the external
parameters Ψσ and control how some of the parameter rays land.

For any basic enriched angle Θ = 〈θn〉dn=0 of depth d ≥ 1, integer M , and large integer
j ≥ 0, we define

X̂ f
Θ,M :={δ ∈ Kf

d : Lf
δ ◦ f−jq(cvf) ∈ X̂

Lf
δ

⌈Θ⌉−j,M−j}

={δ ∈ Kf
d : fkf

+ ◦ ϕf
rep ◦ T−j(δ) ∈ X̂

Lf
δ

⌈Θ⌉−j,M−j}

=Υ⌊Θ⌋ ◦ Tj ◦Υ−1
0 ◦ (ϕf

rep)
−1 ◦ f−kf

+(X̂f
θd−j,M−j);

it follows from Proposition 4.3 that for any Θ and M this set does not depend on j when
j is sufficiently large. Applying Lemma 4.7, we have the following parameter analogues of
Propositions 4.3 and 4.6.

Proposition 4.9. For any basic enriched angle Θ of depth d ≥ 1, integer M , and any
sufficiently large integer j ≥ 0, there exists an integer n0 ≥ 0 such that if |σ| and ℓ(σ) are

sufficiently large then there exists a a neighborhood D of X̂ f
Θ,M and a holomorphic map

Ψσ
Θ,n : XM → D

for all n ≥ n0 such that for any w ∈ XM , α = Ψσ
Θ,n(w) is the unique choice of α with

n− 1
α
∈ D satisfying

h(n−j)q+kf
+(cvh,f) = ψh,f

⌈Θ⌉−j,n(λ
−jw).

Proof. For Θ = 〈θm〉dm=0 and a large integer j ≥ 0 we set

Y := Tj ◦Υ1 ◦ (ϕf
rep)

−1 ◦ f−kf
+(X̂

Lf
δ

θd−j,M−j),

so Υd(XΘ,M) = Y and

Tj ◦ υLδ
d−1(X̂

Lδ

⌈Θ⌉−j,M−j) = Y.

Let us suppose for now that Y ⊂ H, and let D ⊂ B⌊Θ⌋ be a Jordan domain so that Y ⊂ Υd(D).

Thus Υd(δ) winds once around Y when δ winds once around ∂D. As υLδ
d−1 is injective and

does not depend on δ when d = 1, it follows that in this case Lδ◦f−jq(cvf) winds once around

X̂f
⌈Θ⌉−j,M−j when δ winds once around ∂D. When d > 1, the fact that υd−1 is injective on

BLδ

⌈⌊Θ⌋⌉ allows us to reach the same conclusion; we can inductively use the fact that zLδ
θ does

not depend on δ for any θ ∈ Af to conclude that composing by (Tj ◦ υLδ
d−1)

−1 does not affect
the winding number.

For all n ≥ 0, set

Dn :=

{
1

n− δ
: δ ∈ D

}
.
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It follows from the above that there exists some n0 ≥ 0 such that if |σ| and ℓ(σ) are sufficiently

large and n ≥ n0 then h(n−j)q+kf
+(cvh,f) winds once around ψh,f

⌈Θ⌉−j,n(XM−j) when α winds

once around ∂Dn. As the functions

α 7→ h(n−j)q+kf
+(cvh,f) and (α,w) 7→ ψh,f

⌈Θ⌉−j,n(λ
−jw)

are holomorphic on Dn and Dn ×XM respectively for any σ and n, it follows from Lemma
4.7 that when |σ| and ℓ(σ) are large and n ≥ n0 there exists a holomorphic function Ψσ

Θ,n :
Xσ

M → Dn such that α = Ψσ
Θ,n(w) is the unique choice of α ∈ Dn satisfying

h(n−j)q+kf
+(cvh,f) = ψh,f

⌈Θ⌉−j,n(λ
−jw).

In the case where Y ∩ ∂H is non-empty, we can instead take D to be a Jordan domain
which compactly contains X̂Θ,M . If D is chosen in a sufficiently small neighborhood of X̂Θ,M ,

then we can still guarantee that Lδ ◦ f−jq(cvf) winds once around X̂Lδ

⌈Θ⌉−j,M−j when δ winds

once around ∂D; indeed otherwise X̂Θ,M would not be homeomorphic to Y . The rest of the
argument proceeds identically. �

Proposition 4.10. Let Θ be a basic enriched angle of depth d ≥ 1 and fix some neighborhood
D of ZΘ. For any θ ∈ Af there exist integers M and n0 ≥ 0 such that if |σ| and ℓ(σ) are
sufficiently large then for all n ≥ n0, Ψ

σ
Θ,n can be analytically extended so that it maps

ξθ−n

(
n−M⋃

m=M

X−m

)

into {
1

n− δ
: δ ∈ D

}
.

Moreover,

Ψσ
Θ⊕θ,n(w) = Ψσ

Θ,n(λ
−nξθ(w))

for all any w where both sides of the equation are defined.

Proof. First we observe that for all sufficiently large integers j ≥ 0, the holomorphic function

δ 7→ Lδ ◦ f−jq(cvf)− zLδ

⌈Θ⌉−j

is defined all δ close to ZΘ and has a unique zero at ZΘ. Moreover, this zero is simple as
otherwise there would be more than one component of Ef

d attached at ZΘ. Thus for any
sufficiently small Jordan domain D which contains ZΘ, Lδ ◦ f−jq(cvf) winds once around

zLδ

⌈Θ⌉−j when δ winds once around ∂D by the argument principle. For some s > 0, let Dδ be

the disk centered at zLδ

⌈Θ⌉−j of radius s. By the compactness of ∂D, we can choose s small

enough so that Lδ ◦ f−jq(cvf ) winds once around Dδ when δ winds once around ∂D.
For all n ≥ 0, we set

Dn :=

{
1

n− δ
: δ ∈ D

}
.

Thus there exists some n0 ≥ 0 such that h(n−j)q+kf
+(cvf) winds once around Dn−1/α when α

winds once around ∂Dn for all n ≥ n0 when |σ| and ℓ(σ) are large. By the compactness of
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D and Proposition 4.6, there exists some integer M so that

ψh,f
⌈Θ⌉,n ◦ ξθ−n

(
n−M⋃

m=M

X−m

)
⊂ Dn−1/α

for all α ∈ Dn when |σ| and n are large. As the functions

α 7→ h(n−j)q+kf
+(cvf) and (α,w) 7→ ψh,f

⌈Θ⌉−j,n(w)

are holomorphic on Dn and Dn × ξθn

(⋃n−M
m=M X−m

)
respectively for any σ and n, it follows

from Lemma 4.7 that for all n ≥ n0 there exists a holomorphic function

Ψ : ξθ−n

(
n−M⋃

m=M

X−m

)
→ Dn

when |σ| and ℓ(σ) are large such that if α = Ψ(w) for some w ∈ ξθ−n

(⋃n−M
m=M X−m

)
, then

h(n−j)q+kf
+(cvf) = ψh,f

⌈Θ⌉−j,n(w).

It follows from Proposition 4.6 and the uniqueness in Lemma 4.7 that

Ψ(w) = Ψσ
Θ,n(w) and Ψσ

Θ⊕θ,n(w) = Ψσ
Θ,n(λ

−nξθ(w))

for any w where both sides of the respective equations are defined. �

Just as the external coordinates ψh,f
θ can be related to ψh,f

0 for θ ∈ Af , it follows from the
uniqueness in Proposition 4.8 that we can relate Ψσ

Θ,n to Ψσ
n.

Corollary 4.11. For any sufficiently large negative θ ∈ Af , if n, |σ|, and ℓ(σ) are sufficiently
large then

Ψσ
〈0,θ〉,n(w) = Ψσ

n ◦ ξσθ (w)
for all w ∈ Xσ

0 ∩ (ξσθ )
−1(Xσ

0 ).

The maps Ψσ
Θ,n therefore provide analytic extensions of the external parameters Ψσ. In

order to control the landing of parameter rays we need more than Propositions 4.9 and 4.10;
we need to consider Log-multiplier families induced by near-parabolic renormalization.

4.2. Induced Log-multiplier families. Let us fix some rational p̃/q̃ ∈ [−1/2, 1/2] and set

f̃ = Rp̃/q̃f . For any α̃ ∈ D, if |σ| and n ≥ 0 are sufficiently large then we can define

h̃σ̃,α̃ := Rfhσ,α,

where σ̃ = (σ, n) and

α =
1

n− µp̃/q̃(α̃)
.

Note that we can choose large n in the definition above independent of σ and α̃. We define
Σ̃ to be a subset of ZN+1 such that h̃σ̃,α̃ is defined for all σ̃ ∈ Σ̃ and α̃ ∈ D. We will simplify

our notation by writing L = Lf
p̃/q̃ and h̃ = h̃σ̃,α̃, so h̃ = Rfh. Also, we denote

p/q = pn/qn := µp/q

(
1

n− p̃/q̃

)
.
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We can compute

q = q̃(nq + kf+)− q(p̃+ q̃cf+),

so our assumption that S(p/q) = +1 implies that h̃q → Lq̃ ◦ f−p̃q when h→ f and h̃→ f̃ .

Proposition 4.12. The maps h̃ form a log-multiplier family near f̃ indexed by Σ̃.

Proof. It follows from the definition that h̃ depends continuously on σ̃ ∈ Σ̃∗ and holomor-
phically on α̃ ∈ D. It follows from the definition of near-parabolic renormalization that 0 is
a fixed point of h̃ and h̃′(0) = e2πiµp̃/q̃(α̃), and it follows from Proposition 2.12 that h̃ → f̃
when |σ̃| → ∞ and α̃→ 0. �

We will say that the Log-multiplier family {h̃} is induced by the Log-multiplier family

{h}. Just as we can lift the parabolic dynamics of f̃ to L, it is shown in [Kap22] that we

can lift the near-parabolic dynamics of h̃ to h.

Theorem 4.13. For any C̃ > 0, there is a compact set Y ⊂ C and integers M,M ′ ≥ 0 such
that if h̃ is sufficiently close to f̃ and α̃ ∈ A(C̃), then there exist functions

Φh̃,L̃
att : Ωh̃,f̃

att ∩ T−M ′(Ωh̃,f̃
att ) → Ωh,f

att ∪ Y
ϕ̃h,L
att : Ωh̃,f̃

att ∩ T−M ′(Ωh̃,f̃
att ) → Ĉ

such that:

(1) ϕ̃h,L
att is analytic and

ϕ̃h,L
att (w) =

{
ϕh,f
att ◦ Φh̃,f̃

att (w) if Φh̃,f̃
att (w) ∈ Ωh,f

att ,

h−Mq ◦ ϕh,f
att ◦ TM ◦ Φh̃,f̃

att (w) if Φh̃,f̃
att (w) ∈ Y,

for some continuous branch of h−Mq.
(2) ϕ̃h,L

att (0) = cvh,f .

(3) ϕ̃h,L
att ◦ T1 = hq ◦ ϕ̃h,L

att .

(4) ϕ̃h,L
att → ϕ̃L

att and ϕ̃
h,L
rep := ϕ̃h,L

att ◦ T− 1

α̃
→ ϕ̃L

att when h→ f and h̃→ f̃ .

(5) For any w0 ∈ Ωf̃
att or w

′
0 ∈ Ωf̃

rep, if h̃ is sufficiently close to f̃ then

Exp ◦T− 1

α
◦ ρh,f ◦ ϕ̃h,L

att (w) = ϕh̃,f̃
att (w) or Exp ◦T− 1

α
◦ ρh,f ◦ ϕ̃h,L

rep(w) = ϕh̃,f̃
rep(w)

for all w or w′ close to to w0 or w′
0 respectively.

Proof. See [Kap22, Theorem 4.1]. �

As a consequence of the Theorem 4.13, we can make the following observation:

Proposition 4.14. The Log-multiplier family {h̃σ̃,α̃} has pre-petals.

Proof. While we defined ϕf̃
−1,ι to be the ϕf

ι post-composed with a specific branch of f̃−q̃, let

us now show that we can instead define ϕf̃
−1,ι using the pre-petal parameters of L. We will

only consider ϕf̃
−1,att, the repelling case is similar.
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Let us denote g = Exp ◦Tδ ◦ ρ. Using the branch of g−1 which, after continuous extension

to the closures, maps U f̃
0 to UL

0 , for any θ ∈ Af̃ we define the points

z̃Lθ := g−1(zf̃θ )

and Jordan domains
P̃L
θ,att := g−1(P f̃

θ,att).

Let UL
−1 be the unique component of f−q(UL

0 ) contained in Uf
0 . As cv

f ∈ UL
0 and Lq̃ ◦ f−p̃q

maps UL
0 to itself as a branched double covering, Lq̃ ◦f (−p̃−1)q must map UL

0 univalently onto

UL
−1. It follows from definition that the continuous extension of Lq̃ ◦f (−p̃−1)q to UL

0 fixes zero.
Hence

Lq̃ ◦ f (−p̃−1)q(z̃L−1) = zf−1.

Similarly, Lq̃ ◦ f (−p̃−1)q must map P̃L
−1,att into the unique component of f−q(P̃L

0,att) contained

in Uf
0 which has zf−1 on its boundary. As Lq̃ ◦ f (−p̃−1)q is univalent in a neighborhood of zLΘ,

it follows that P̃L
−1,att is part of the unique component of (Lq̃ ◦ f−p̃q)−1(P̃L

0,att) contained in

KL
q̃ which has zLΘ on its boundary.
It follows from the above that there is some enriched angle Θ for f of depth q̃ and with

principle integer −p̃ such that z̃L−1 = zLΘ. Let us assume for now that the image of

P̃L
0,att ⊂ Lq̃ ◦ f−p̃q(PL

Θ,att) ⊂ P f
att,

so it follows from the above that so we can define

P̃L
att = ϕL

Θ,att ◦ Tp̃ ◦ (ϕf
att)

−1(P̃L
att).

Thus for an integer m ≥ 0 sufficiently large so that fmq(P̃L
att) ⊂ P f

att, we have

ϕf̃
−1,att = Exp ◦Tδ ◦ fmq ◦ (ϕf

att)
−1 ◦ ϕL

Θ,att ◦ Tp̃ ◦ (ϕf
att)

−1 ◦ ϕ̃L
att.

Thus we can similarly define

ϕh̃,f̃
−1,att := Exp ◦T− 1

α
◦ (ϕh,f

att )
−1 ◦ hmq ◦ ϕh,L

Θ,att ◦ Tp̃ ◦ Φh̃,f̃
att ,

and this map satisfies all of the desired properties when h → f and h̃ → f̃ . In the general

case, where the image of Tp̃ ◦ Φh̃,f̃
att is not contained in the domain of ϕh,L

Θ,att, we need to

analytically extend first ϕh,f
att and then ϕh,L

Θ,att by applying branches of iterates of h−q; Theorem
4.13 ensures that we need to do this extension only on a uniform compact subset of C and
only using a uniform number of iterates of h−q. �

We set λ̃σ̃ := (λσ)nq̃−p̃ and x̃σ̃0 := xσ0/(2λ̃
σ̃); for all integers m we define

X̃ σ̃
m := {(λ̃σ̃)m(x− iy) ∈ H : |x| < x̃σ̃, | log y| < log λ̃σ̃}.

We will usually suppress the dependence on σ̃ in our notation; for example we will write
λ̃ = λ̃σ̃. Let Θ∞ = 〈θm〉∞m=0 be the parabolic enriched angle for L and set Θd = 〈θm〉dm=0

for all d ≥ 0. By Proposition 3.13 there exists some d0 ≫ 0 such that BΘd
⊂ P̃L

rep for all
d ≥ (d0 − 2)q̃; we define the map

ξσ̃Θ∞
(w) := w +

λnq̃
∑q̃−1

m=0 λ
n(m−q̃)bθd0+m

λ̃− 1
.
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Proposition 4.15. If h and f̃ are close to f and f̃ respectively, then ψh,f
Θd0

,n ◦ ξσ̃Θ∞
is defined

on X̃0 and satisfies

hq ◦ ψh,f
Θd0

,n ◦ ξσ̃Θ∞
(w) = ψh,f

Θd0
,n ◦ ξσ̃Θ∞

(λ̃w)

wherever both sides of the equation are defined. There is a compact set ̂̃X
L

0,0 ⊂ P̃L
rep which

avoids UL such that ψh,f
Θd0

,n ◦ ξσ̃Θ∞
(X̃0)

⊂−→ ̂̃X
L

0,0 when h→ f and h̃→ f̃ .

Proof. Proposition 3.13 implies that Lq̃ ◦ f−p̃q(BΘd0+q̃
) = BΘd0

. Proposition 4.3 therefore

implies if h is close to f and h̃ is close to f̃ then

hq ◦ ψh,f
Θd0

,n(w) = ψΘd0−q̃,n
(λ−p̃w)

for all w ∈ X0. Additionally, it follows from Propositions 3.13 and 4.6 that

ψh,f
Θd,n

(w) = ψΘd−1,n
(λ−nξθd(w))

for all w ∈ X0 and d ≥ 1. Setting

b̃n :=

q̃−1∑

m=0

λn(m−q̃)bθd0+m

and proceeding inductively, as ξθd(w) = w + bhθ it follows that

ψh,f
Θd0,n

(w) = ψh,f
Θd0−q̃,n

(
λ−nq̃w + b̃n

)

for all w ∈ X0. It follows by a straightforward computation that

hq ◦ ψh,f
Θd0

,n ◦ ξσ̃Θ∞
(w) = ψh,f

Θd0
,n ◦ ξσ̃Θ∞

(λ̃w)

for all w ∈ (ξσ̃Θ∞
)−1(X0). Additionally, it follows from the above construction that ψh,f

Θd0
,n is

defined on the set

Yn := {w ∈ H : w + it ∈ Tλp̃ b̃n
(X−nq̃+p̃) and x− it′ ∈ Tλ̃b̃n(Xnq̃−p̃) for some t, t′ ≥ 0}.

As b̃n → 0 when n→ ∞, another straightforward computation implies

ξσ̃Θ∞
(X̃0) ⊂ Y

when h and h̃ are close to f and f̃ respectively. Hence ψΘd0
,n ◦ ξσ̃Θ∞

is defined on X̃0 and
Propositions 4.3 and 4.6 imply that

ψh,f
Θd0

,n ◦ ξσ̃Θ∞

⊂−→
d+q̃⋃

d=d0−q̃

(
⋃

m∈Z

X̂L
Θd,m

)
⊂

d+q̃⋃

d=d0−q̃

BL
Θd

⊂ (PL
rep \ UL)

when h→ f and h̃→ f̃ . �

Corollary 4.16. The Log-multiplier family {h̃σ̃,α̃} has compatible external rays and pre-
petals.
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Proof. It follows from Theorem 4.13 that when h̃ is sufficiently close to f̃ we can define the
external coordinate of h̃ by

ψh̃,f̃
0 := Exp ◦T−1/α ◦ ρh,f ◦ ψh,f

Θd0
,n ◦ ξσ̃Θ∞

: X̃0 → C.

It follows from Proposition 4.15 that these external coordinates satisfy the hypotheses so
that the Log-multiplier family has pre-petals.

We observe that for any θ̃ ∈ Af̃ with principle integer j ≥ 0, there exists some enriched
angle Θ for f of depth d0 + jq̃ so that

ψh̃,f̃

θ̃
(w) = h̃k

f̃
+ ◦ Exp ◦T−1/α ◦ ρh,f ◦ ψh,f

Θ,n ◦ ξσ̃Θ∞
(λ)

when h̃ is sufficiently close to f̃ . It follows from Proposition 3.13 that if θ̃ is sufficiently large
and negative, which forces BΘ to be close to zero, then BΘ is a descendant of BΘd0

. We can

therefore extend ψh̃,f̃
0 using Propositions 4.5 and 4.6 so that the hypotheses of compatible

external rays and pre-petals are satisfied. �

Thus there is some ñ0 > 0 such that we can define the parameter coordinate

Ψσ̃ :
⋃

ñ≥ñ0

X̃−ñ → D

when |σ̃| and ℓ(σ̃) are sufficiently large. Just as the external coordinates of h̃ are defined in
terms of the external coordinates for h, we can define Ψσ̃ in terms of Ψσ.

Proposition 4.17. If |σ̃| and ℓ(σ̃) are sufficiently large, then

1

n− µp̃/q̃ ◦Ψσ̃
(
λ̃−ñ0w

) = Ψσ
Θd0+ñ0 q̃

,n

(
λñ0p̃ · ξσ̃Θ∞

(w)
)

for all w ∈ X̃0 ∩ (ξσ̃Θ∞
)−1(X0).

Proof. Let D ⊂ Dom(ϕ̃L
rep) be a Jordan domain containing

d0+q̃⋃

d=d0−q̃

(ϕ̃L
rep)

−1
(
BL

Θd

)
.

It follows from the definition of the external rays of h̃ and the proof of Proposition 4.8 that
for any w ∈ X̃0, when |σ̃| and ℓ(σ̃) are sufficiently large α̃ = Ψσ̃(λ̃−ñ0w) is the unique choice
of α̃ with ñ0 − 1

α̃
∈ D satisfying

h̃ñ0q̃(cvh̃,f̃) = ϕh̃,f̃
rep

(
ñ0 −

1

α̃

)
= ψh̃,f̃

0 (w),

or equivalently

hñ0q(cvh,f) = ϕ̃h,L
rep

(
ñ0 −

1

α̃

)
= ψh,f

Θd0
,n ◦ ξσ̃Θ∞

(w).

For all z ∈ X̃0 and 0 ≤ m ≤ ñ0, let us define

φ(λ̃−mz) = T−m+1/α̃ ◦ (ϕ̃h,L
rep)

−1 ◦ ψh,f
Θd0

,n ◦ ξσ̃Θ∞
(z),
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taking the branch of (ϕ̃h,L
rep)

−1 which approximates (ϕ̃L
rep)

−1. The map φ is holomorphic on

X̃−m for all 0 ≤ m ≤ ñ0.
Let us suppose for now that the image of φ is contained in the domain of ϕ̃h,f

att , so

ϕ̃h,f
att ◦ φ = ψh,f

Θd0
,n ◦ ξσ̃Θ∞

.

Thus for any integer j ≥ 0, if |σ̃| and ℓ(σ̃) are sufficiently large then

h(n−j)q+kf
+(cvh,f) = ψ⌈Θd0+ñ0q̃

⌉−j(λ
ñ0p̃−jξσ̃Θ∞

(w)).

Keeping w fixed, n− 1
α
converges to a parameter δ when |σ| → ∞ such that

Lδ ◦ f−jq(cvf) ∈ X̂Lδ

⌈Θd0+ñ0 q̃
−j,ñ0p̃⌉−j ,

so δ ∈ XΘd0+ñ0q̃
,ñ0p̃. It therefore follows from the uniqueness in Proposition 4.9 that when |σ̃|

and ℓ(σ̃) are sufficiently large,

1

n− µp̃/q̃(α̃)
= α = Ψσ

Θd0+ñ0 q̃
,n(λ

ñ0p̃ξσ̃Θ∞
(w)).

The general case follows similarly by the following lemma:

Lemma 4.18. If |σ̃| and ℓ(σ̃) are sufficiently large, then there exists a simply connected set

Y ⊂ Dom(φ) containing both w and λ̃−ñ0(w) such that ϕ̃h,L
rep can be analytically extended to

φ(Y ).

Proof. Fixing some z ∈ BL
Θd0

\ {zLΘd0
}, let us first show that the set

V := T−z

(
d0⋃

d=d0−q̃

(ϕ̃L
rep)

−1
(
BL

Θd
\ {zLΘd

}
))

is homotopic in C rel Z to the line segment [0, 1]. As BL
Θd

is a Jordan domain whose closure

is intersects the closure of BL
Θd′

only when d′ = d ± 1 and only at zLΘd′
for all d ≥ 1, it is

clear that V is homotopic in C to simple curve γ : [0, 1] → which satisfies γ(0) = 0 and
γ(1) = 1. If the image of γ is not homotopic rel Z to [0, 1] then there is some t0 ∈ (0, 1) so
that either γ(t0) ≥ 2 or γ(t0) ≤ −1 Let us assume that both x and x + j belong to V for
some x ∈ C and j ∈ Z. As ϕ̃L

rep(x) ∈ EL
d and ϕ̃L

rep(x) ∈ EL
d−jq̃ for some d ≥ jq̃, it follows

from the definition of V that |j| ≤ 1. Thus we can choose γ so that if γ(t) − γ(t′) = j ∈ Z

for some t, t′ ∈ [0, 1], then |j| = 1. Moreover, setting x = z above it follows that we can
choose γ so that the image of γ avoids −1. It therefore follows from the intermediate value
theorem that the image of γ is homotopic [0, 1].

For any integer m, we set

Ym = {λ̃−m(x− iy) ∈ X̃ : y > λ−1}.

Thus w ∈ Y0 and φ(Y0)
⊂−→ V when |σ̃| → ∞. Setting Y =

⋃ñ0

m=0 Y−m, it follows from
the above that φ(Y ) is homotopic rel Z to the line segment [0, ñ0 + 1]. Similarly to using

(ρh,f)−1 to extend ϕh,f
att , we can analytically extend ϕ̃h,L

att to φ(Y ); it follows from our homotopy
condition on φ(Y ) that this extension is well-defined. �

�
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γσn+1,1

Figure 6. The curves which define γσ̃.

The analysis in this section gives us precise control on the geometry of parameter rays
when |σ| → ∞. As a consequence of that control we have the following proposition which
will be one of the main tools we use in proving the Theorem 1.4.

Proposition 4.19. There exists C > 0 such that if |σ̃| and ℓ(σ̃) are sufficiently large then
there exists a curve

γσ̃ : [−1, 1] → H

satisfying:

(1) γσ̃(t) is contained in the image of Ψσ for all t ∈ (−1, 1).
(2) γσ̃(±1) = 1

n±1

(3) For all t ∈ [−1, 1], ∣∣∣∣n− 1

γσ̃(t)

∣∣∣∣ < C.

Proof. It follows from Proposition 4.17 that when |σ̃| and ℓ(σ̃) are sufficiently large we can
analytically extend Ψσ

Θd0
+ñ0q̃,n

so that there exists a curve γσn,0 : [0, 1] → C satisfying:

(1) γσn,0(t) is contained in the image of Ψσ
Θd0

+ñ0q̃,n
for all t ∈ (0, 1]

(2) γσn,0(0) =
1
n
and γσn,0(1) ∈ Ψσ

Θd0
+ñ0q̃,n

(X0).

(3) For all t ∈ [0, 1],

n− 1

γσn,0(t)
∈ D.

It follows from finitely many applications of Propositions 4.9 and 4.10 that there is some
R1 > 0 so that when |σ̃| and ℓ(σ̃) are sufficiently large there is a curve γσn,1 : [1, 2] → C
satisfying:

(1) γσn,1(t) is contained in the image of Ψσ
Θ1,n

for all t ∈ [1, 2].
(2) γσn,1(1) = γσn,0(1) and γ

σ
n,1(2) ∈ Ψσ

Θ1,n
(X0).

(3) For all t ∈ [1, 2],

n− 1

γσn,1(2)
∈ DR1

.

It follows from Proposition 4.8 and Corollary 4.11 that there is some R2 > 0 so that when
|σ̃| and ℓ(σ̃) are sufficiently large there is a curve γσn,2 : [−1, 1] → C satisfying:

(1) γσn,2(t) is contained in the image of Ψσ for all t ∈ [−1, 1].
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(2) γσn,2(±1) = γσn±1,1(2).
(3) For all t ∈ [−1, 1],

n− 1

γσn,2(t)
∈ DR2

.

We form γσ̃ by composing γσn±1,0, γ
σ
n±1,1, and γ

σ
n,2. �

Let us now note that while in this section we have only considered upper renormalizations,
we can repeat all of the above with lower renormalizations. The only distinction is that for
f̃ = R−

p̃/q̃f and h̃σ̃,α̃ = R−
f hσ,α, we need to slightly adjust the relationship between α̃ and α.

In particular, we would like to have

α =
1

n + c
hσ,α,f
− + µp̃/q̃(α̃)

,

so h̃′σ̃,α̃(0) = Exp ◦µp̃/q̃(α̃) by Proposition 2.11. As c
hσ,α,f
− → c

f
−, the above equation implicitly

defines α in terms of α̃; for details see the proof of Proposition 5.1 below. Equipped with the
functions h̃σ̃,α̃, the rest of the analysis above can be done with minimal change. In particular,
we have the following version of Proposition 4.19 in the lower renormalization case:

Proposition 4.20. There exists C > 0 such that if |σ̃| and ℓ(σ̃) are sufficiently large then
there exists a curve

γσ̃ : [−1, 1] → H

satisfying:

(1) γσ̃(t) is contained in the image of Ψσ for all t ∈ (−1, 1).
(2) γσ̃(±1) = 1

n±1+c
h,f
−

, where h = hσ,γσ̃(±1)

(3) For all t ∈ [−1, 1], ∣∣∣∣n− 1

γσ̃(t)

∣∣∣∣ < C.

5. Bounding limbs in M
We are now ready to apply the analysis of the previous sections to quadratic polynomials.

First let us recall some classical facts about quadratic polynomials; for more details on the
iteration of polynomials we refer the reader to [DH84] and [DH85].

We consider the family of quadratic polynomials

Qζ(z) := Exp(ζ) · z + z2

with ζ ∈ C. The set M is all the parameters ζ such that Qn
ζ (cv

Qζ) 6→ ∞ when n → ∞. A

parameter ζ ∈ M is parabolic when Qζ ∈ FV. The set M\ {ζ} has exactly two connected
components in this case; we denote by Lζ the unique bounded component. Moreover there
is a unique component of the interior of Lζ which has ζ on its boundary; this component is
called the main hyperbolic component of Lζ and we will denote it by Hζ . For any parabolic
parameter ζ , there exists a set Mζ ⊂ Lζ and a covering map τζ : M\ Z → Mζ such that
τζ(w) → ζ when w converges to ∞ or an integer. The tuning map τζ is dynamical in the
following sense: τζ restricts to an analytic covering map from the upper half-plane −H to
Hζ and for α = τζ(w) is the unique parameter in Hζ such that Qα has an attracting periodic
cycle with multiplier Exp(w). We will also set τ∞(z) = z.
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We define combinatorics to be sequences ω = 〈αn〉Nn=1 of parabolic parameters in M\ Z.
We define the depth of the combinatorics to be the length of the sequence. As for other
sequences, we will use ⊕ to denote the concatenation operation on combinatorics. We will
say that ω is the combinatorics of a parabolic parameter ζ ∈ M if Mζ is the image of
τα1

◦ · · · ◦ ταN
, or equivalently τα1

◦ · · · ◦ ταN
(0) = ζ . We will also say that the combinatorics

of ∞ is the empty sequence. If αn = pn/qn is a reduced rational number for all n, then the
combinatorics ω are called satellite and we denote

‖ω‖ =
N∏

n=1

q2n.

As any satellite combinatorics ω of depth d never include the parameter 0/1, we note that
‖ω‖ ≥ 22d.

5.1. Satellite towers. For any integer N ≥ 0 or N = ∞, we define a height N quadratic
parabolic tower T to be a sequence (fn)

N
n=0 such that

(1) f0 = Qζ for some ζ ∈ C,

(2) fn ∈ FV for all 0 ≤ n ≤ N , and
(3) fn+1 is a parabolic renormalization of either fn or f ∗

n for all 0 ≤ n < N .

We will say that T is a satellite tower if fn has a parabolic fixed point at zero for all
0 ≤ n ≤ N .

Let us now fix a satellite tower T = (fn)
N
n=0 with 0 ≤ N < ∞, so there is a sequence

(pn/qn)
N
n=0 of rational numbers in (−1/2, 1/2] so that fn has a pn/qn-parabolic fixed point

at zero for all n.

Proposition 5.1. There exists KT ≥ 2 and such that for {σ ∈ ZN : |σ| ≥ KT } := ΣT and
any σ = 〈kn〉Nn=1 ∈ ΣT , there exists an injective holomorphic or anti-holomorphic univalent
function µT

σ : D → C satisfying:

(1) The collection of maps

hTσ,α := R±
fN−1

◦ · · · ◦ R±
f1
QµT

σ (α),

where the upper or lower near-parabolic renormalization relative to fn is taken when
fn+1 is an upper or lower parabolic renormalization respectively of fn or f ∗

n for all n,
form a Log-multiplier family near fN parameterized by ΣT .

(2) There exists some pTσ /q
T
σ and αT

σ with combinatorics ωT
σ such that either

µT
σ (z) = ταT

σ
◦ µpTσ /qTσ

(z) or µT
σ (z) = ταT

σ
◦ µpTσ /qTσ

(−z)
for all z ∈ H ∩ D. If N = 0 then ασ = ∞ and pTσ /q

T
σ = p0/q0, otherwise

ωT
σ =

{
ωT ′

σ′ if fN = R+
pN/qN

fN−1 or fN = R+
pN/qN

f ∗
N−1,

ωT ′

σ′ ⊕ 〈pT ′

σ′ /qT
′

σ′ 〉 if fN = R−
pN/qN

fN−1 or fN = R−
pN/qN

f ∗
N−1,

and

pTσ /q
T
σ =





pT
′

σ′ /qT
′

σ′ ⊕S(pT
′

σ′ /qT
′

σ′ )/kN ⊕−pN/qN if fN = R+
pN/qN

fN−1,

pT
′

σ′ /qT
′

σ′ ⊕−S(pT
′

σ′ /qT
′

σ′ )/kN ⊕−pN/qN if fN = R+
pN/qN

f ∗
N−1,

−1/kN ⊕ pN/qN if fN = R−
pN/qN

fN−1,

1/kN ⊕ pN/qN if fN = R−
pN/qN

f ∗
N−1.
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(3) For all σ ∈ ΣT and z, w ∈ µpTσ /qTσ
(D) we have

2−d|z − w|
‖ωT

σ ‖
≤
∣∣µT

σ ◦ (µpTσ /qTσ
)−1(z)− µT

σ ◦ (µpTσ /qTσ
)−1(w)

∣∣ ≤ 2d|z − w|
‖ωT

σ ‖
,

where d is the depth of ωT
σ .

Proof. IfN = 0, so σ = ∞ ∈ Z0, then we can take µT
σ = µp0/q0. So we now assume thatN > 0

and that the proposition holds for smaller values of N . Denoting T ′ = (fn)
N−1
n=0 , it follows

from the inductive hypothesis that there is some ΣT ′ ⊂ ZN−1 so that the univalent function
µT ′

σ′ : D → C is defined for all σ′ ∈ ΣT ′

. Let us fix some σ = 〈kn〉Nn=1 with σ
′ := 〈kn〉N−1

n=1 ∈ ΣT ′

.
We assume for now that fN is an upper parabolic renormalization of fN−1. For any α ∈ D

and kN ≥ 2 we set

α′ =
1

kN − µpN/qN (α)
= µ1/kN ◦ µpN/qN (α)

and we define µT
σ (α) := µT ′

σ′ (α′). Thus there exists some K ≥ 2 so that µT
σ is defined on D for

all σ ∈ ΣT ′ × {k ∈ Z : k ≥ K}, and the functions hTσ,α := R+
fN−1

hT
′

σ′,α′ form a Log-multiplier

family near fN . We set αT
σ = αT ′

σ′ and

pTσ /q
T
σ = pT

′

σ′ /qT
′

σ′ ⊕S(pT
′

σ′ /qT
′

σ′ )/kN ⊕−pN/qN ,

so it follows from Proposition 2.2 that µT
σ = µT ′

σ′ ◦ (µpT
′

σ′ ,q
T ′

σ′
)−1 ◦ µpTσ /qTσ

. We note that even

when µT ′

σ′ is anti-holomorphic, our inductive hypothesis that hT
′

σ′,α′ depends holomorphically

on α ensures that hTσ,α depends holomorphically on α.
If instead fN is an upper parabolic renormalization of f ∗

N−1, then for α ∈ D and kN ≥ 2
we can define

α′ =
−1

kN + µ−pN/qN (−α)
= µ−1/kN ◦ µ−pN/qN (−α)

and µT
σ (α) = µT ′

σ′ (α′). Thus there exists some K ≥ 2 so that µT
σ is defined on D for all

σ ∈ ΣT ′ × {k ∈ Z : k ≥ K} and the functions hTσ,α := R+
fN−1

hT
′

σ′,α′ form a Log-multiplier

family near fN . We set αT
σ = αT ′

σ′ and

pTσ /q
T
σ = pT

′

σ′ /qT
′

σ′ ⊕−S(pT
′

σ′ /qT
′

σ′ )/kN ⊕−pN/qN ,

so it follows from Proposition 2.2 that µT
σ (z) = µT ′

σ′ ◦ (µpT
′

σ′ ,q
T ′

σ′
)−1 ◦ µpTσ /qTσ

(−z). Note that

as hTσ,α depends anti-holomorphically on hT
′

σ′,α′ in this case, our definitions ensure that hTσ,α
depends holomorphically on α regardless of whether µT

σ is holomorphic or anti-holomorphic.
If fN is a lower parabolic renormalization of fN−1, then the situation is slightly more

complicated. For kN ≥ 2 we would like to define µT
σ so that

µT
σ (α) = µT ′

σ′ (α′),

where α′ satisfies the equation

(4) α′ =
1

kN + c
hT ′

σ′,α′ ,fN−1

− + µpN/qN (α)

.
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Fix some R > 1. As the equation

z′ =
1

kN + c
fN−1

− + µpN/qN (z)

has a unique solution in DR for any z ∈ C and any large kN > 0, and as c
hT

′

σ′,α′ ,fN−1

− depends

holomorphically on α′ and tends to c
fN−1

− when kN → ∞ and α′ → 0, it follows from Rouché’s
theorem that there is some K > 0 so that the equation (4) has a unique solution in DR for
any z ∈ D when kN ≥ K. It follows from the implicit function theorem that the resulting
map α 7→ α′ is univalent on DR, allowing us to define µT

σ . We set pTσ /q
T
σ := −1/kN ⊕pN/qN ,

so

µpTσ /qTσ
(z) =

−1

kN + µpN/qN (z)
.

For α ∈ D and µT
σ (α) = µT ′

σ′ (α′), the maps hTσ,α := R−
fN−1

hT
′

σ′,α′ form a Log-multiplier family

near fN . It follows from Proposition 2.11 that the map hT
′

σ′,α′ has a periodic cycle in C∗ whose
multiplier is Exp ◦µpTσ /qTσ

(α). Proposition 2.13 therefore implies that QµT
σ (α) has a periodic

cycle with either the same multiplier or complex conjugate multiplier. Thus µT
σ maps H∩DR

into a component HαT
σ
for some parabolic parameter αT

σ and either

µT
σ (z) = ταT

σ
◦ µpTσ /qTσ

or µT
σ (z) = ταT

σ
◦ µpTσ /qTσ

(−z)
for all z ∈ H ∩ DR. By taking R sufficiently large, it follows from the uniqueness in the
definition of µT

σ that αT
σ depends only σ′. For fixed σ′, as µT

σ (0) → µT ′

σ′ (0) when kN → ∞
we have αT

σ = µT ′

σ′ (0). It follows from the inductive hypothesis that the combinatorics of αT
σ

are therefore ωT ′

σ′ ⊕ (pT
′

σ′ /qT
′

σ′ ). As

µT
σ ◦ (µpTσ /qTσ

)−1(z) = µT ′

σ′


 −z

1− z · c
hT ′

σ′,α′ ,fN−1

−




and µpTσ /qTσ
(DR) converges uniformly to zero when kN → ∞ for any R > 0, it follows from

the inductive hypothesis and Proposition 2.3 that

|µT
σ ◦ (µpTσ /qTσ

)−1(z)− µT
σ ◦ (µpTσ /qTσ

)−1(w)| ≤ 2d−1

‖ωT ′

σ′ ‖
·

√
2

(qT
′

σ′ )2
·
√
2|z − w| = 2d|z − w|

‖ωT
σ ‖

and

|µT
σ ◦ (µpTσ /qTσ

)−1(z)− µT
σ ◦ (µpTσ /qTσ

)−1(w)| ≥ 2−d+1

‖ωT ′

σ′ ‖
· 1√

2(qT
′

σ′ )2
· |z − w|√

2
=

2−d|z − w|
‖ωT

σ ‖
when kN is sufficiently large, where d is the depth of ωT

σ . Note that our choice of constant
2d is arbitrary, we could instead inductively choose λd for any λ > 1 by making KT larger.

If fN is a lower parabolic renormalization of f ∗
N−1, then we want to define µT

σ (α) = µT ′

σ′ (α′)
for

α′ =
−1

kN + c
(hT ′

σ′,α′)
∗,f∗

N−1

− + µpN/qN (α)

.

By the same reasoning above, we can define the map µT
σ and Log-multiplier family of maps

hTσ,α = R−
fN−1

hT
′

σ′,α′ . Setting pTσ /q
T
σ := 1/kN ⊕ pN/qN , in this case it follows that hT

′

σ′,α′ has a
43



periodic cycle whose multiplier is Exp ◦µpTσ /qTσ
(−α). The rest of the proof follows similarly.

�

For any σ ∈ ΣT , we will say that a parameter ζ is σ-close to T if (µT
σ )

−1(ζ) ∈ (−1/2, 1/2].
We will also call µT

σ (0) the σ-approximation of T . It follows from Corollary 4.16 that the Log-
multiplier family {hTσ,α} has compatible pre-petals and external rays. Applying Proposition
4.19 yields:

Theorem 5.2. Assume N > 0. There is a constant C > 1 which depends only on fN−1 such
that if ζ is a parabolic parameter which is σ-close to T for some σ ∈ ΣT with |σ| sufficiently
large, then

sup
z∈Lζ

∣∣µpN/qN ◦ (µT
σ )

−1(z)
∣∣ < C.

Moreover if α is the σ-approximation of T , then there exists some C̃ > 1 which depends only
on fN such that

inf
z∈Lζ

∣∣(µT
σ )

−1(z)
∣∣ > C̃.

Proof. Without loss of generality we will assume that fN is an upper satellite parabolic
renormalization of fN−1; the other cases can be handled similarly.

We set σ = 〈kn〉Nn=1, σ
′ = 〈kn〉N−1

n=1 , and T ′ = 〈fn〉N−1
n=0 . We also set µT

σ (α) = µT ′

σ′ (α′) = ζ ,
so the proof of Proposition 5.1 implies that

α′ =
1

kN − µpN/qN (α)
.

Let Ψσ′

be the external parameter as in Proposition 4.8 for the Log-multiplier family hT
′

σ′,α′

near fN−1 and let γσ : [−1, 1] → H be the curve as in Proposition 4.19. We define the set

Γ :=

[
1

kN + 1
,

1

kN − 1

]
∪ γσ([−1, 1]).

It follows from Proposition 4.19 that Γ is a closed curve in C, we denote by X the union of
the bounded components of C \ Γ. Proposition 4.19 and the maximum modulus principle
imply that there is a constant C > 1 which depends only on fN−1 such that

∣∣∣∣kN − 1

z

∣∣∣∣ < C

for all z ∈ X.
As α is σ-close to T , we have α ∈ (−1/2, 1/2], so α′ ∈ ( 1

kN+1
, 1
kN−1

). As every point in

µT ′

σ′ (−H) is contained in M, thus there must be some component L of M\{ζ} which avoids
µT ′

σ′ (−H). Proposition 4.17 implies that M avoids µT ′

σ′ (Γ), hence L ⊂ µT ′

σ′ (X). Thus L is
bounded, so L = Lζ . It therefore follows from the above that

sup
z∈Lζ

∣∣µpN/qN ◦ (µT
σ )

−1(z)
∣∣ = sup

z∈Lζ

∣∣∣∣kN − 1

(µT ′

σ′ )−1(z)

∣∣∣∣ < C

when |σ| is sufficiently large.
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We now consider the satellite tower T̃ := T ⊕〈R−
0 fN〉 and set σ̃ := σ⊕〈k〉 for some k ≫ 0.

Choosing C̃ > 1 so that C−1 ≪ 1

k+C
fN
−

, it follows from Proposition 5.1 that µT̃
σ̃ (0) ∈ Lα and

(
µT
σ

)−1 ◦ µT̃
σ̃ (0) ≈

1

k + c
fN
−

> C̃−1.

�

We now observe that Theorem 1.4 from the introduction follows from Theorem 5.2.

Corollary 5.3. For any positive integers N and M there exists ǫ > 0 and C > 1 such that
if α has combinatorics ω = 〈pn/qn〉Nn=1 with pn/qn ∈

⋃M
m=1Qm for all n ≥ 1 and |pn/qn| < ǫ

for all n ≥ 2, then
C−1

‖ω‖ < DiamLα <
C

‖ω‖ .

Proof. If the proposition does not hold, then there is a sequence of parabolic parameters
〈αj〉∞j=1 such that αj has combinatorics ωj := 〈pn,j/qn,j〉Nn=1, where pn,j/qn,j ∈

⋃M
m=1Qm, and

either
‖ωj‖ · DiamLαj

→ ∞ or ‖ωj‖ · DiamLαj
→ 0

when j → ∞. Moreover, pn,j/qn,j → 0 when j → ∞ for all 2 ≤ n ≤ N .
For any 1 ≤ n ≤ N , up to a subsequence we can write express pn,j/qn,j as

pn,j
qn,j

=
p̃n,1
q̃n,1

⊕ ε̃n,1
kn,1,j

⊕ · · · ⊕ p̃n,Mn

q̃n,Mn

⊕ ε̃n,Mn

kn,Mn,j
⊕ p̃n,Mn+1

q̃n,Mn+1
,

where p̃n,m/q̃n,m are rational numbers in (−1/2, 1/2], εn,m = ±1, and kn,m,j are positive
integers which tend to ∞ when j → ∞ for all m. Note that pn,j/qn,j → 0 when j → ∞
implies that p̃n,1/q̃n,1 = 0/1 for all n ≥ 2. We observe that part (2) of Proposition 5.1 gives
us an explicit algorithm for defining a satellite tower T = 〈fs〉Ss=0 so that for all large j there
exists σj ∈ ΣT such that αj = µT

σj
(0) and |σj | → ∞ when j → ∞. Theorem 5.2 therefore

implies that there is a constant C > 1 such that

C−1 < inf
z∈Lαj

∣∣(µT
σ )

−1(z)
∣∣ ≤ sup

z∈Lαj

∣∣(µT
σ )

−1(z)
∣∣ < C

for infinitely many j. Part (3) of Proposition 5.1 therefore implies that, after increasing C,
we have

C−1

‖ωj‖
< DiamLαj

<
C

‖ωj‖
for infinitely many j, but this is a contradiction. �

Let us note that while Corollary 5.3 is the main result of this paper, all of the real work is
done by Theorem 5.2. For some applications other consequences of Theorem 5.2 may prove
more useful, the following is one such example which is used in [DLP23]:

Corollary 5.4. For any rational p0/q0 there exists a constant C > 0 such that if α has
combinatorics 〈p0/q0, p1/q1〉 for any non-zero rational p1/q1 ∈ (−1/2, 1/2], then

sup
z∈Lα

∣∣∣∣
1

q0z − p0
− 1

q0α− p0

∣∣∣∣ < C.
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Proof. First we observe that the PLY inequality implies that for any ǫ > 0 there exists a
neighborhood ∆ of p0/q0 such that if |p1/q1| > ǫ then Lα avoids ∆. In this case it follows
that there exists Cǫ > 0 such that

sup
z∈Lα

∣∣∣∣
1

q0z − p0

∣∣∣∣ < Cǫ.

Let us now assume that 0 < −p1/q1 < ǫ, so p1/q1 = −1
n+θ

for some integer n ≫ 0 and

rational θ ∈ (−1/2, 1/2]. Thus α is 〈n〉-close to the satellite tower T = 〈Qp0/q0,R−
0 Qp0/q0〉

by Proposition 5.1, so Theorem implies that there is a constant C > 0 which depends only
on Qp0/q0 such that if ǫ is sufficiently small then

sup
z∈Lα

∣∣(µT
〈n〉)

−1(z)
∣∣ < C.

The definition of µT
〈n〉 in the proof of Proposition 5.1 implies that

sup
z∈Lα

∣∣∣∣∣n+ c
Qp0/q0
− − 1

µ−1
p0/q0

(z)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ sup
z∈Lα

∣∣(µT
〈n〉)

−1(z)
∣∣ + 1

when n is sufficiently large, so

sup
z∈Lα

∣∣∣∣∣
1

µ−1
p0/q0

(α)
− 1

µ−1
p0/q0

(z)

∣∣∣∣∣ < 2 (C + 1)

It follows from the definition of µp0/q0 that

1

q0w − p0
=

q0

µ−1
p0/q0

(w)
+S(p0/q0)q

′
0

for any w ∈ C, where p′0/q
′
0 is the parent of p0/q0. Thus

sup
z∈Lα

∣∣∣∣
1

q0z − p0
− 1

q0α− p0

∣∣∣∣ < 2 (C + 1) q0.

The argument for the case where 0 < p1/q1 < ǫ is the same, using instead the tower
〈Qp0/q0 ,R−

0 Q
∗
p0/q0

〉. �

5.2. Generalizations of Theorem 5.2. We conclude with some remarks on possible ex-
tensions of Theorem 5.2 to more general parabolic towers.

First let us consider the case where T = 〈fn〉∞n=0 is an infinite height satellite tower. For
all N ≥ 0 we denote TN = 〈fn〉Nn=0, and for all σ ∈ ΣTN we set µT

σ := µTN
σ and hTσ,α := hTNσ,α.

Theorem 5.2 provides us with constants CN and C̃N for TN which depend only on fN−1 and
fN respectively. To generalize Theorem 5.2 to T , we need to control these constants for
when N tends to ∞. Let us say that the tower T is convergent when there exists some

f∞ ∈ FV such that fN → f∞ when N → ∞. As RfNh = Rf∞h when N is sufficiently large,
the convergence T implies that the maps hTσ,α form a Log-multiplier family near f∞. If f∞
has Jordan basin and this Log-multiplier family has compatible external rays and pre-petals,
then we can apply Proposition 4.19 to this family and get uniform control over the constants
CN and C̃N . Some examples of convergent towers are given in [IS08] and [Kap22], such as
when fN = R+

0 fN−1 for all N or fN = R−
0 fN−1 for all N . By Proposition 5.1, uniform

control for these two examples would have the following consequences respectively:
46



Conjecture 5.5. There is an M ≥ 2 and C > 1 such that if p/q has modified continued
fraction 〈(an, εn)〉Nn=1 with an ≥M for all n, then

C−1

q2
< DiamLp/q <

C

q2
.

Conjecture 5.6. There is an M ≥ 2 and C > 1 such that if ζ has combinatorics 〈1/qn〉Nn=1

with qn ≥M for all n, then

2−NC−1

∏N
n=1 q

2
n

< DiamLζ <
2NC
∏N

n=1 q
2
n

.

We may also expect uniform control of the constants CN and C̃N when fN = R±
0 fN−1 for all

N , this would imply Conjecture 1.5 from the introduction.
Now let us consider when T = 〈fn〉Nn=0 is a quadratic parabolic tower but is not a satellite

tower. We will say that T is persistently parabolic if the parabolic periodic cycle for some
fn does not bifurcate under perturbation. More precisely, if there exists some 0 < n ≤ N
such that fn = R±

δn
fn−1 has a p/q-parabolic k-periodic cycle 〈zj〉q−1

j=0 and R±
δ fn−1 has a p/q-

parabolic k-periodic cycle close to 〈zj〉q−1
j=0 for all δ close to δn. As an example, there are

no persistently parabolic satellite towers; we conjecture that in fact T is never persistently
parabolic. If T has finite height and is not persistently parabolic, then we can recreate
Proposition 5.1 and similarly construct ΣT , µT

σ , and h
T
σ,α. However some minor modifications

may be necessary: we may need to conjugate by a Möbius transformation and consider an
iterate so that hTσ,α has a fixed point at zero, and if the multiplier of the parabolic cycle of

fN is one then µT
σ may not be injective. After these modifications, if fN has Jordan basin

and hTσ,α has compatible external rays and pre-petals which are induced by the external rays
of QµT

σ (α) as in the satellite tower case, then an analogous version of Theorem 5.2 holds by
identical argument. We conjecture that these conditions are always satisfied, so we expect
that Theorem 5.2 can be generalized to all quadratic parabolic towers.

Finally, we observe that in our analysis we make no use of the fact that all the critical points
of maps in F have local degree two; we only need a unique critical value. By modifying the
definition of F , namely allowing the critical points to have arbitrary degree, we can produce
similar results for more general classes of maps. In particular, the analogues of Theorem 5.2
and Corollary 5.3 hold for the family of unicritical polynomials

z 7→
(
Exp(α) · z + d

d

)d

− 1

for any degree d ≥ 2.
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of Publications Mathématiques d’Orsay [Mathematical Publications of Orsay]. Université de Paris-
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