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Adi Glücksam and Shira Tanny

Abstract

In 1972, Cornalba and Shiffman showed that the number of zeros of an order zero holomorphic function in

two or more variables can grow arbitrarily fast. We generalize this finding to the setting of complex dynamics,

establishing that the number of isolated primitive periodic points of an order zero holomorphic function in two

or more variables can grow arbitrarily fast as well. This answers a recent question posed by L. Buhovsky, I.

Polterovich, L. Polterovich, E. Shelukhin and V. Stojisavljević.

1 Introduction

Bézout theorems seek to explore the relation between the growth of a holomorphic function and the size of its zeros

set. The classical Bézout theorem states that the number of zeros of n polynomials over n variables is bounded by

the product of their degrees. A natural question is whether this theorem extends to general holomorphic functions.

Here, the notion of degree is replaced by the notion of growth rate, measured by the asymptotic behavior of its

maximum modulus function, Mf (r) := max|z|≤r |f(z)| .

Jensen’s formula gives a full description of this relation in complex dimension 1. Formally, assuming that

f(0) ̸= 0, Jensen’s formula implies that for every a > 1 there exists C = C(f, a) > 0 such that

# {|z| ≤ r : f(z) = 0} ≤ C logMf (a · r) for all r > 0.

In [2] Cornalba and Shifmann showed this phenomenon does not extend to higher dimensions. They constructed

a holomorphic function F : C2 → C2 satisfying logMF (r) = O
(
log2 r

)
, whose zeros grow arbitrarily fast. Here,

and everywhere else in the paper, O
(
log2 r

)
means that there exists a constant 0 < c for which logMF (r) ≤ c log2(r).

In a recent paper, [1], L. Buhovsky, I. Polterovich, L. Polterovich, E. Shelukhin and V. Stojisavljević proposed a

new way to obtain a transcendental analog to Bézout theorem, replacing the traditional zero count with the coarse

zero count. Roughly speaking, the coarse count of zeros of a holomorphic function in Cn is the number of connected
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components on which it is small, that contain a zero. They proved that this coarse count can be bounded in terms

of the maximum modulus function, thus establishing an analog to Bézout theorem in the setup of coarse count.

This version of Bézout theorem can be imported into the world of complex dynamics. It implies that the coarse

count of p-periodic points of holomorphic functions is also bounded by a function of their growth rate. Moreover,

the Cornalba-Shifmann example (shifted by the identity map) shows that the honest count of fixed points does not

obey such a bound. In [1] they asked whether the construction carried out by Cornalba-Shifmann can be generalized

to construct an order zero holomorphic function with arbitrarily many primitive periodic points of higher periods.

Definition 1.1 Let f : Cn → Cn be a holomorphic function.

• We say z ∈ Cn is p-primitive periodic point for f (or p-PPP for short) if f◦j(z) ̸= z whenever 1 ≤ j ≤ p− 1,

but f◦p(z) = z.

• Denote by νp(f, r) the number of p-PPP lying in a ball of radius r centered at the origin, namely

νp(f, r) := # (B(0, r) ∩ {z, z is a p-PPP for f}) .

Question 1.2 ([1, Question 1.12]) Does there exist a transcendental entire map, f , of order 0 (i.e., the modulus

Mf (r) grows slower than er
ε

for every ε) for which νp(f, r) grows arbitrarily fast in p and r?

For a fixed period, p, a simple modification of the Cornalba–Shiffman example produces a holomorphic function,

f , of order zero for which νp(f, r) grows arbitrarily fast in r; see Example 3.4 below. However, producing a

holomorphic function with many primitive periodic points of varying prescribed periods is more complicated. Our

main result states that this is indeed possible.

Theorem 1.3 For every sequence of periods, {pn}∞n=1, and for every rate, {mn}∞n=1, there exists a holomorphic

function F : C2 → C2 satisfying

νpn(F, 2
n) ≥ mn and logMF (r) = O

(
log2(r)

)
.

The constant in O(log2(r)) is independent of the sequences.

Unlike the example by Cornalba and Shiffman, the holomorphic functions constructed in Theorem 1.3 are not

completely explicit. In particular, it is not clear how to estimate or even bound from above or below their coarse

zero count.

The main idea of the proof is to utilize the simple example constructed in Example 3.4 with different fixed periods,

and then use a ‘dispatcher’ function to choose between different periods. The main tool in the construction is a
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theorem of Hörmander (see Theorem 3.3 below) which guarantees the existence of solutions to non-homogeneous

∂̄-equations with certain integral bounds. This theorem allows one to construct entire functions with distinct

behaviours in different regions. The use of Hörmander’s theorem requires an underlying subharmonic function which

is large in the area between distinct regions, but very negative where we want a good approximation. Section 2

contains the construction of subharmonic functions that will be used in the application of Hörmander’s theorem in

Section 3. In Section 3 we construct the required holomorphic functions and prove Theorem 1.3.
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2 Preliminary Results on Subharmonic functions

We commence the discussion with the following lemma whose role is to modify a given subharmonic function

assigning −∞ to prescribed points.

Lemma 2.1 (The Puncture Lemma) Let u be a continuous subharmonic function and, for N ∈ N or N = ∞, let

{Bk}Nk=1 be a sequence of pairwise disjoint disks, Bk = B(zk, rk). Assume that for every k, inf
z∈Bk

∆u > 0. Then

there exists a subharmonic function v satisfying

1. u(z) = v(z) whenever z ̸∈
⋃N

k=1 Bk.

2. For every δ ∈ (0, 1), and k ∈ {1, 2, · · · , N}

max
z∈B(zk,δ·rk)

v(z) ≤ max
z∈Bk

u(z)− c · r2k · inf
z∈Bk

∆u log

(
1

δ

)
,

where c > 0 is some uniform constant.

See Figure 1 for an illustration of the image of the subharmonic function v.

While the proof can be found in [4, Section 3.1], where K0(t) = log(t) and the function v is any function, we

include it here for the reader’s convenience.
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Figure 1: An illustration of the the image of the subharmonic function created by Lemma 2.1

Proof. Define the function

v(z) =


(PDuk)

(
z−zk
rk

)
+Ak log

(
|z−zk|

rk

)
, z ∈ Bk

u(z), otherwise

where uk(z) = u (rk · z + zk) (and therefore u(Bk) = uk(D)), the constants Ak > 0 will be chosen momentarily, and

PDf is Poisson integral of a function f defined by

PDf(re
iθ) :=

1

2π

∫ π

−π

Pr(θ − t)f(eit) dt, for Pr(θ) :=
1− r2

1− 2r cos θ + r2
.

Note that v is continuous, since the Poisson integral of any continuous function agrees with it on ∂D. We need to

choose the constants Ak such that sub-harmonicity is preserved. We will use the following claim:

Claim 2.2 ([3, p.24]) Let Ω ⊆ C be a domain, and let Ω1 ⋐ Ω be a domain, so that ∂Ω1 is an orientable smooth

curve. Every function f which is continuous on Ω and subharmonic on Ω1 ∪
(
Ω \ Ω1

)
, is subharmonic on Ω if on

∂Ω1 it satisfies

∂f

∂n1
≤ ∂f

∂n2
,

where n1 is the outer normal to Ω1 along ∂Ω1 and n2 is the outer normal to Ω \ Ω1 along ∂Ω1.

We will use this claim with Ω := C, and Ω1 := Bk. In this case, we need to show that along ∂Bk

∂v

∂n1
≤ ∂v

∂n2
=

∂u

∂n
,

and the latter is known. To calculate ∂v
∂n1

we will use Poisson-Jenssen’s formula (see e.g. [7, Theorem 4.5.1]), which,

in this case, boils down to:

uk(z) = PDuk(z) +GD(z)
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where

GD(z) :=
1

2π

∫
D
gD(z, w)∆uk(w)dλ2(w), gD(z, w) := log

∣∣∣ z − w

1− zw̄

∣∣∣.
Here, and throughout the rest of the paper, λ2 denotes Lebegue’s measure in C. Using the above, we see that v is

subharmonic if for every ξ ∈ ∂Bk:

∂v

∂n1
(ξ) = lim

r→1−

u(ξ)− PD(uk)
(

r(ξ−zk)
rk

)
1− r

+
Ak

rk
= lim

r→1−

uk

(
ξ−zk
rk

)
− uk

(
r(ξ−zk)

rk

)
+GD

(
r(ξ−zk)

rk

)
1− r

+
Ak

rk

=
∂
(
uk ◦

(
z−zk
rk

))
∂n

(ξ) + lim
r→1−

GD

(
r(ξ−zk)

rk

)
1− r

+
Ak

rk

=
∂u

∂n
(ξ)− ∂GD

∂r

(
ξ − zk
rk

)
· 1

rk
+

Ak

rk
≤ ∂u

∂n
(ξ) =

∂v

∂n2
(ξ)

using the fact that GD vanishes on ∂D (since u = PDu there). Then ∂v
∂n1

(ξ) ≤ ∂v
∂n2

(ξ) if and only if

∂u

∂n
(ξ)− ∂GD

∂r

(
ξ − zk
rk

)
1

rk
+

Ak

rk
≤ ∂v

∂n2
(ξ) =

∂u

∂n
(ξ) ⇐⇒ Ak ≤ min

ξ∈∂D

∂GD

∂r

(
ξ − zk
rk

)

Since the collection
{

∂gD(·,w)
∂n (ξ)

}
w∈D,ξ∈∂D

is uniformly integrable, we may change the order of the integral and the

derivative to obtain that

∂GD

∂r

(
ξ − zk
rk

)
=

∂

∂r

(
1

2π

∫
D
gD

((
ξ − zk
rk

)
, y

)
∆uk(y)dλ2(y)

)
=

1

2π

∫
D

∂gD(·, y)
∂r

(
ξ − zk
rk

)
∆uk(y)dλ2(y)

≥ inf
z∈D

∆uk(z) ·
1

2π
inf
η∈D

∫
D

∂gD(·, y)
∂r

(η)dλ2(y) ≥ c · r2k · inf
z∈Bk

∆u.

Note that c is some uniform constant, which does not depend on the function u or the collection {Bk}. A direct

computation shows that we may choose c to be positive (this follows from the fact that the radial derivative of the

Green function gD(·, η) is everywhere non-negative and does not vanish identically). Setting Ak := c · r2k · inf
z∈Bk

∆u

guarantees that v is subharmonic.

Finally, for every δ ∈ (0, 1)

max
|z−zk|

rk
=δ

v(z) = max
|z−zk|

rk
=δ

PD (uk)

(
z − zk
rk

)
+Ak log

(
|z − zk|

rk

)
≤ max

z∈Bk

u(z) + c · r2k · inf
z∈Bk

∆u log(δ).

3 The proof

In this section we prove Theorem 1.3. Extending upon Example 3.4 below, we need a function that will coordinate

between different periods. In Section 3.1, we construct a holomorphic function that assumes prescribed values

along the sequence {2n}n∈N≥2
and whose role is to accommodate for different periods. This part uses the results
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on subharmonic functions and a theorem of Hörmander. In Section 3.2, we modify the construction by Cornalba-

Shiffman, [2], to construct a holomorphic function of two variables with the required number of pn-PPP in every

ball B (0, 2n + 1), and the required growth rate, thus proving Theorem 1.3.

3.1 Constructing the “dispatcher” functions

Lemma 3.1 There exists C > 1 so that for every (finite or infinite) subset J ⊂ Nn≥2 and every M ≤ (min J)2,

there exists an entire function f : C → C satisfying that

(i) Mf (r) := max
|z|=r

|f | ≤ C · eC log2(r+1).

(ii) f (2n) =


M, n ∈ J

0, n ∈ Nn≥2 \ J
.

Remark 3.2 We stress that C is independent of J and M .

Proof. As mentioned in the introduction, we use Hörmander’s Theorem (Theorem 3.3 below) to construct the

“dispatcher” function. A crucial first step is the construction of an appropriate subharmonic function.

3.1.1 Step 1: Constructing an appropriate subharmonic function.

Denote by

u0(z) :=



C log(|z|), |z| < 2

max
{
C log(|z|), C log2(|z|)

}
, |z| ∈ (2, 3)

C log2(|z|), otherwise

where C > 1 will be chose momentarily. Note that u0 is subharmonic as a local maximum of subharmonic functions

(along |z| = 2 the maximum is C log |z| and along |z| = 3 the maximum is C log2 |z|). In addition, u0 is a radial

subharmonic function and for every |z| > 3

∆u0(z) = ∆u0(|z|) =
2C

|z|2
.

Define the collection of pairwise disjoint disks, Bk = B
(
2k, rk

)
for rk = 2k−3 and k ∈ N≥2, and note that⋃∞

k=2 Bk ⊂ {|z| > 3}.

We use the Puncture Lemma, Lemma 2.1, with the function u0 and the collection of disks {Bk} to construct a

6



subharmonic function u satisfying that outside {Bk} we have u(z) = u0(z) and for every δ ∈ (0, 1), and k ∈ N≥2

max
z∈B(2k,δ·rk)

u(z) ≤ max
z∈Bk

u0(z)− c · r2k · inf
z∈Bk

∆u0 log

(
1

δ

)
≤ C(k + 1)2 − c · 22k−6 · 2C

22(k+1)
log

(
1

δ

)
≤ 4Ck2 + 4 log(δ)(1)

assuming C ≥ 29

c , where c is the constant from the Puncture Lemma, Lemma 2.1.

3.1.2 Step 2: The model map and the holomorphic approximation.

Let Dk := B
(
2k, 2k−2

)
and consider any (finite or infinite) subset J ⊂ Nn≥2. We define the model map

h(z) := M ·
∑
k∈J

1Dk
(z)

Let χ : C → [0, 1] be a smooth map satisfying

1. χ(w) = 1 whenever w ∈
⋃∞

k=2 B
(
2k, 1

22
k−2
)
.

2. χ(w) = 0 whenever w ∈ C \
⋃∞

k=2 Dk.

3. There exists a uniform constant A > 1 such that |∇χ(w)| ≤ A ·
∞∑
k=2

2−k · 1Dk\B(2k, 12 2k−2)(w).

For a construction of such a function, see e.g. [5, Proposition 2.5].

In order to find a holomorphic map approximating the model map h along the sequence of points
{
2k
}
k∈Nn≥2

while also providing growth bounds, we use Hörmander’s theorem:

Theorem 3.3 [Hörmander, [6, Theorem 4.2.1]] Let u : C → R be a subharmonic function. Then, for every locally

integrable function g there is a solution α of the equation ∂̄α = g such that:

(2)
x

C

|α(z)|2 e−u(z)(
1 + |z|2

)2 dλ2(z) ≤
1

2

x

C

|g(z)|2 e−u(z)dλ2(z),

provided that the integral in the right hand side is finite.

We define the function g(z) := ∂χ(z) · h(z) = ∂ (χ · h) (z), which is supported in
⋃

k∈J

(
Dk \B

(
2k, 1

22
k−2
))
.

Note that u(z) = u0(z) = C log2(|z|) on the support of g. To apply Hörmander’s theorem, we bound the following

integral:

x

C

|g(z)|2 · e−u(z)dλ2(z) =
x

⋃
k∈J (Dk\B(2k,2k−3))

∣∣∂χ(z)∣∣2 |h(z)|2 · e−u(z)dλ2(z)

=
x

⋃
k∈J (Dk\B(2k,2k−3))

∣∣∂χ(z)∣∣2 |h(z)|2 · e−u0(z)dλ2(z)

≤ A2
∑
k∈J

x

Dk\B(2k,2k−3)

2−2kM2e−C(k−1)2 ≤ C2
1

∞∑
k=1

k4e−C(k−1)2 := I < ∞,(3)
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since M ≤ (min J)2, while if k ̸∈ J , the model map satisfies h|Dk
= 0. It is important to note that I is a numerical

number which does NOT depend on M or on the set J .

We apply Hörmander’s theorem with the map g and the subharmonic function u, constructed in Step 1, to

obtain a function α : C → C satisfying ∂̄α = g and estimate (2), and define

f(z) = χ(z) · h(z)− α(z).

It is not hard to see that f is an entire function, as a solution to the ∂̄ equation.

3.1.3 Step 3: Bounding the error.

We will show that for every k ∈ Nn≥2 the function, f , constructed above, agrees with the model map, h, at 2k.

Fix k ∈ Nn≥2 and note that for every δ ∈
(
0, 1

2

)
, the function χ satisfies χ|B(2k,δ·2k−2) ≡ 1. Using Cauchy’s

integral formula for the function f − h, which on B
(
2k, δ · 2k−2

)
is both holomorphic and coincides with α, we

obtain that up to a uniform constant,

∣∣f (2k)− h
(
2k
)∣∣ = ∣∣α (2k)∣∣ ≲ 1

(δ · 2k−2)
2

x

B(2k,δ·2k−2)

|α(w)|dλ2(w) =
1

(δ · 2k−2)
2

√√√√√
∣∣∣∣∣∣

x

B(2k,δ·2k−2)

|α(w)| · 1dλ2(w)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

≲
1

δ2 · 22k
√ x

B(2k,δ·2k−2)

|α(w)|2 dλ2(w) ·
x

B(2k,δ·2k−2)

|1(w)|2 dλ2(w)

≲
1

δ · 2k
max

w∈B(2k,δ·2k−2)

(
1 + |w|2

)
e

1
2u(w)

√√√√x

C

|α(w)|2 e−u(w)(
1 + |w|2

)2 dλ2(w),

where the second inequality follows from Cauchy-Schwartz inequality. Using inequality (2) from Hormander’s

Theorem, the above integral can be bounded by the integral of |g|2e−u, which we estimated in (3). Combining these

bounds with (1), we obtain

∣∣f (2k)− h
(
2k
)∣∣ ≲ 1

(δ · 2k)
· 2 · 22(k+1) · exp

(
1

2

(
4Ck2 + 4 log(δ)

))
· I

≲ exp
(
− log(δ) + 2Ck2 + 2 log(δ)

)
≤ e2Ck2

· δ −→
δ→0

0.

We conclude that f
(
2k
)
= h

(
2k
)
, i.e., property (ii) holds.

3.1.4 Step 4: Bounding the growth.

To see that property (i) holds, we use a similar calculation noting that |h(z)| ≤ 4 log2 (|z|+ 1), since if z ̸∈
⋃
k∈J

Dk,

then |h(z)| = 0 ≤ 4 log2 (|z|+ 1) and if z ∈
⋃
k∈J

Dk then |h(z)| = M ≤
(
min
k∈J

k

)2

≤ 4 log2 |z|.

8



This time, we apply Cauchy’s integral formula to f rather than α, as α is not necessarily holomorphic in these

disks. We obtain

|f(z)| ≤ |χ(z)h(z)− α(z)| = 1

π

x

B(z,1)

|χ(w)h(w)− α(w)|dλ2(w) ≤
1

π

x

B(z,1)

|χ(w)h(w)|+ |α(w)|dλ2(w)

≤ sup
w∈B(z,1)

|h(w)|+ 1

π

√ x

B(z,1)

|α(w)|2dλ2(w)

≲ log2 (|z|+ 1) + max
w∈B(z,1)

(
1 + |w|2

)
e

1
2u(w)

√√√√x

C

|α(w)|2 e−u(w)(
1 + |w|2

)2 dλ2(w)

≲ log2(|z|+ 1) +
(
2 + |z|2

)
e

C
2 log2(|z|+1) · I,

where we used the fact that u(w) ≤ u0(w) = C log2(|w|). Overall, we see that

|f(z)| ≲ eC log2(|z|+1),

concluding the proof of Lemma 3.1.

3.2 Modifying Cornalba-Shiffman’s construction

Before constructing an entire function with many primitive periodic points of different periods, let us explain a

simple way to construct an entire function with many p-primitive periodic points for a single period, p. Roughly

speaking, the construction takes (a symmetrized version of) the Cornalba-Shiffman’s example and adds to it a

standard rotation by 2π
p , formally defined by Θp(z) = e

2πi
p z, which rotates the plane by 2π

p counter clockwise. Zeros

of Cornalba-Shiffman’s construction then become p-primitive periodic points.

Example 3.4 Fix p ∈ N. Note that while Θp is a p-periodic function, its periodic points are not isolated. Let

F (z, w) : C2 → C2 be any entire function of order zero satisfying that in every ball of radius 2n, F has mn isolated

zeros that are symmetric under the rotation Θp:

(zj , wj) ∈ C2, j = 1, . . . ,mn such that F
(
Θ◦ℓ

p (zj), wj

)
= 0 for all ℓ = 0, . . . , k − 1.

Here, and everywhere else, Θ◦ℓ
p is the composition of Θp with itself ℓ times. One example of such function is

a symmetrized version of the function constructed by Cornalba and Shiffman, which we explicitly synthesize in

Lemma 3.6. However, any function with isolated symmetric zeroes as above will do. Then

Fp(z, w) = F (z, w) + (Θp(z), w)

is a holomorphic function of order zero satisfying that in every ball of radius 2n it has mn points which are p-PPP.
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0 1
Re(w)

Re(z)

Im(z)
2 4

Figure 2: An illustration of the zeroes of a symmetrized Cornalba–Shiffman function, for periods {pn} = {4, 8, 4, ...} and rates

{mn} = {2, 2, 4, ...}.

We would like to modify this construction, to construct functions with primitive periodic points of varying

periods. For this we will use the dispatcher function constructed in the previous subsection. Our main goal for this

section is to complete the proof of Theorem 1.3, which states that for every sequence of periods, {pn}∞n=1, and for

every rate, {mn}∞n=1, there exists a holomorphic function F : C2 → C2 satisfying

νpn
(F, 2n) ≥ mn and logMF (r) = O((log r)2).

Remark 3.5 To simplify our notation we will assume our sequences start from n = 2. As the sequences are

arbitrary, this does not limit the generality of the result.

We start by constructing a “symmetrized” version of the Cornalba–Shiffman function, whose zero set is depicted

in Figure 2.

Lemma 3.6 Given a sequence of periods, {pn}, and a rate, {mn}, there exists a holomorphic function G = (g1, g2) :

C2 → C2 of order zero satisfying

• The set of isolated zeros of G contains the set

Z :=

∞⋃
n=1

Zn :=

∞⋃
n=1

{(
e

2πiℓ
pn

j
, 2n

)
: 1 ≤ j ≤ mn, 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ pn − 1

}
.

• d
dz g1

∣∣
Z
̸= 0 and satisfies

d

dz
g1

(
Θ◦ℓ

pn

(
1

j

)
, 2n
)

= Θ◦(−ℓ)
pn

(
d

dz
g1

(
1

j
, 2n
))

.
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• d
dwg2

∣∣
Z
̸= 0, and d

dz g2 ≡ 0, i.e., g2 does not depend on z.

• There exists a uniform constant C > 1 (independent of the sequences {mn} , {pn}) such that

logMG(R) ≤ 40 log2(R+ 1) + C.

Proof. Similarly to Carnalba-Shiffman’s original construction, let

Q(w) :=

∞∏
j=1

(
1− w

2j

)
, Qn(w) :=

∏
j ̸=n

(
1− w

2j

)
=

Q(w)

1− w
2n

,

and for every n consider the following polynomial of degree (mn + pn):

Pn(z) =

mn∏
j=1

pn−1∏
ℓ=0

(
z − e

2πiℓ
pn

j

)
=

mn∏
j=1

pn−1∏
ℓ=0

(z − zj,ℓ) .

where zj,ℓ :=
e
2πiℓ
pn

j , are the zeros of Pn.

Define the function

G(z, w) := (g1(z, w), g2(z, w)) =

( ∞∑
n=1

2−ℓn ·Qn(w) · Pn(z), Q(w)

)
,

where the sequence {ℓn} ↗ ∞ will be chosen throughout the proof so that G satisfies the assertions of the lemma.

Derivatives and isolation of zeros: Starting with the requirement on the derivatives, it is clear that g2(z, w) =

Q(w) does not depend on z. In addition, the derivative of g2 with respect to w is non-vanishing on Z since

d
dwg2(z, w) = Q′(w) and

Q′(w)|w=2m =
∑
j

2−j
∏
ν ̸=j

(
1− w

2ν

)∣∣∣∣∣∣
w=2m

= 2−m
∏
ν ̸=m

(
1− 2m−ν

)
̸= 0.

The estimate of the derivative of g1 with respect to z requires a computation of the derivatives of Pn, using the

symmetry of the set
{
e

2πj
pn

}pn−1

ℓ=0
:

P ′
n (zj,ℓ) = lim

z→zj,ℓ

Pn(z)

z − zj,ℓ
=

∏
(ν,k)̸=(j,ℓ)

(
e

2πiℓ
pn

j
− e

2πik
pn

ν

)

=
(
e

2πiℓ
pn

)pn·mn−1 ∏
(ν,k) ̸=(j,ℓ)

(
1

j
− e

2πi(k−ℓ)
pn

ν

)
= e−

2πiℓ
pn

∏
(ν,k)̸=(j,ℓ)

(
1

j
− e

2πi(k−ℓ)
pn

ν

)
.

Let us related the derivatives at zj,ℓ and zj,0. Shifting the product by e
2πiℓ
pn we see that if we fix ν ̸= j, the product

over k is taken over the entire set {0, 1, · · · , pn − 1} (shifted by 2πℓ). On the other hand, if ν = j the product that

was taken over the set {0, 1, 2, · · · , pn − 1} \ {ℓ} shifted is the product taken over the set {1, 2, · · · , pn − 1}, which

is the derivative at zj,0 . We see that

P ′
n (zj,ℓ) = e−

2πiℓ
pn

∏
(ν,k) ̸=(j,0)

(
1

j
− e

2πk
pn

ν

)
= e−

2πiℓ
pn P ′

n (zj,0) = Θ◦(−ℓ)
pn

(
P ′
n

(
1

j

))
,
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implying that

d

dz
g1

(
Θ◦ℓ

pn

(
1

j

)
, 2n
)

= 2−ℓn ·Q(2n) · P ′
n

(
Θ◦ℓ

pn

(
1

j

))
= 2−ℓn ·Q(2n) ·Θ◦(−ℓ)

pn

(
P ′
n

(
1

j

))
= Θ◦(−ℓ)

pn

(
d

dz
g1

(
1

j
, 2n
))

.

Growth bound: To conclude the proof, we will show that the sequence {ℓn} can be chosen so that logMG(R) ≤

40 log2(R+ 1) + C for some uniform constant C.

We first bound the growth of the functions Qn independently of n. Fix w ∈ C, and let k be so such that

|w| ∈
[
2k, 2k+1

)
. Then,

|Qn(w)| =

∣∣∣∣∣∣exp
log

∏
j ̸=n

(
1− w

2j

)∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ exp

∑
j ̸=n

log

(
1 +

|w|
2j

)
= exp

k+1∑
j=1

log

(
1 +

|w|
2j

) · exp

 ∞∑
j=k+2

log

(
1 +

|w|
2j

) ≤ exp ((k + 1) log (2 |w|)) · exp

 ∞∑
j=k+2

|w|
2j


≤ exp

(
2 log2 |w|

)
· exp

(
2−(k+1) |w|

)
≤ exp

(
2 log2 |w|+ 1

)
.

The same computation shows that |Q(w)| ≤ exp
(
2 log2 |w|+ 1

)
as well, which concludes the growth bound for g2.

Next we bound the growth of g1. The degree of the polynomial Pn is (mn + pn), and it is bounded by

|Pn(z)| =

∣∣∣∣∣∣
mn∏
j=1

pn−1∏
ℓ=0

(z − zj,ℓ)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ =
mn∏
j=1

pn−1∏
ℓ=0

|z − zj,ℓ| ≤
mn∏
j=1

pn−1∏
ℓ=0

(|z|+ 1) = (|z|+ 1)
mn+pn .

For every k ≥ 2 consider (z, w) with

√
|z|2 + |w|2 ∈

[
2k−1, 2k

]
. For simplicity of the arguments below, we assume

that the sequence deg (Pn) = mn+pn is strictly increasing. Note that this can be achieved by increasing mn, which

does not change the statement of the lemma, as mn is the number of pn-PPP, increasing it will generate more points

than required. Define µk := min {n : deg (Pn) ≥ 2(k + 1)}. Then, since |z| < 2k,

|g1(z, w)| =

∣∣∣∣∣
∞∑

n=1

2−ℓnQn(w) · Pn(z)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ sup
n∈N

|Qn(w)|
∞∑

n=1

2−ℓn (1 + |z|)mn+pn

≤ exp
(
2 log2 |z|+ 1

)(µk−1∑
n=1

2(k+1)(mn+pn)−ℓn +

∞∑
n=µk

2(k+1)(mn+pn)−ℓn

)
.(4)

We shall bound each sum separately.

To bound the first summand in (4), note that we may assume without loss of generality that µk ≤ k (this

happens whenever the sequence mn grows fast enough) and that ℓn > deg(Pn)
2 = (mn + pn)

2
. Then

µk−1∑
n=1

2−ℓn+(k+1)·(mn+pn) ≤
µk−1∑
n=1

2−(mn+pn)
2+(k+1)·(mn+pn) ≤ µk · 22(k+1)2 ≤ exp

(
2 log(k) + 8 · k2

)
≤ exp

(
9k2
)
≤ exp

(
36 log2

(√
|z|2 + |w|2

))
,

12



where in the first inequality we used our choice of ℓn > (mn + pn)
2
, and in the second, the fact that for n ≤ µk,

mn + pn = deg(Pn) ≤ 2(k + 1).

To bound the second sum in (4), recall that by the way µk was chosen for every n ≥ µk,

mn + pn = deg(Pn) ≥ deg (Pµk
) ≥ 2 (k + 1)

implying that

∞∑
n=µk

2(k+1)(mn+pn)−ℓn ≤
∞∑

n=µk

2−(mn+pn)
2(1− k+1

mn+pn
) ≤

∞∑
n=µk

2−
1
2 (mn+pn)

2

<

∞∑
k=1

2−
1
2k

2

< 1.

Combining the two estimates together, we see that

logMg1(R) ≤ 3 log2(R+ 1) + 36 log2(R+ 1) + C ≤ 39 log2(R+ 1) + C,

and thus the desired bound holds for G as well, concluding our proof.

We will use the lemma above to conclude the construction of a holomorphic map on C2 with prescribed PPP’s

for any sequences of periods and any rate.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. In light of remark 3.5, for every m ≥ 2 we let Dm : C → C be a dispatcher function created

by the Dispatcher Lemma, Lemma 3.1, with J = {m}, a singleton, and the constant M = m2. Recall that Dm is a

holomorphic function satisfying

Dm(2n) =


m2 , n = m

0 , otherwise

.

We define the function

F (z, w) = G(z, w) +

( ∞∑
m=2

1

m2
Dm(w) ·Θpm

(z), w

)
,

where G(z, w) is the modification of Cornalba-Shiffman’s construction constructed in Lemma 3.6 above.

We need to show that F has at least mn isolated pn-PPP in every ball B(0, 2n + 1) and that it satisfies the

correct growth rate. As in Lemma 3.6, we define the sets

Zn :=

{(
e

2πiℓ
pn

j
, 2n

)
: 1 ≤ j ≤ mn, 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ pn − 1

}
⊂ B(0, 2n + 1).

Observation 1: F |Zn (z, 2n) = (Θpn(z), 2
n) and every point in Zn is a pn-PPP.

Indeed, note that

G|Zn
≡ 0 ,

( ∞∑
m=2

1

m2
Dm

)∣∣∣∣∣
Zn

=
1

n2
·Dn(2

n) = 1,

13



implying that

F |Zn
= G|Zn

+

( ∞∑
m=2

1

m2
Dm(2n) ·Θpm

(·)

)∣∣∣∣∣
Zn

, 2n

 = (Θpn
(·), 2n) .

In particular, for every (z, 2n) ∈ Zn we have

F ◦k (z, 2n) = F ◦(k−1) (Θpn (z) , 2n) = · · · =
(
Θ◦k

pn
(z) , 2n

)
= (z, 2n) ⇐⇒ k = pn · ν , ν ∈ N,

concluding the proof of observation 1.

Observation 2: The points in Zn are isolated pn-PPP.

Indeed, recall that for every f : C → C,

d

dz
(f◦pn) =

pn∏
k=1

d

dz
f
(
f◦(k−1)

)
.

In addition, following Observation 1, F |Zn (z, 2n) = (Θpn(z), 2
n), implying that for every k we have

F ◦(k−1)(z, 2n) =
(
Θ◦(k−1)

pn
z, 2n

)
=
(
e

2πi(k−1)
pn z, 2n

)
.

We write

F (z, w) = (f1(z, w), f2(z, w)) =

(
g1(z, w) +

∞∑
m=1

1

m2
Dm(w) ·Θpm

(z), g2(z, w) + w

)
.

Fix
(

1
j , 2

n
)
∈ Zn, we let zk = Θ◦k

pn

(
1
j

)
, then (zk, 2

n) ∈ Zn as well and as d
dz g2 ≡ 0,

d

dz
(F ◦pn)

(
1

j
, 2n
)

=

(
pn∏
k=1

d

dz
f1

(
F ◦(k−1)

(
1

j
, 2n
))

,

pn∏
k=1

d

dz
f2

(
F ◦(k−1)

(
1

j
, 2n
)))

=

(
pn∏
k=1

(
d

dz
g1 (zk−1, 2

n) +

∞∑
m=1

1

m2
Dm(2n) · d

dz
Θpm (zk−1)

)
,

pn∏
k=1

d

dz
g2 (zk−1, 2

n)

)

=

(
pn∏
k=1

(
d

dz
g1 (zk−1, 2

n) + e
2πi
pn

)
, 0

)
,

d

dw
(F ◦pn)

(
1

j
, 2n
)

=

(
pn∏
k=1

(
d

dw
g1 (zk−1, 2

n) +

∞∑
m=1

1

m2

d

dw
Dm(2n)zk−1

)
, 1 +

d

dw
g2 (zk−1, 2

n)

)
.

If dF ◦pn − Id is degenerate at
(

1
j , 2

n
)
∈ Zn, then

0 = det

(
d

dz
F ◦pn − Id,

d

dw
F ◦pn − Id

)
=

(
pn∏
k=1

(
d

dz
g1 (zk−1, 2

n) + e
2πi
pn

)
− 1

)(
1 +

d

dw
g2 (zk−1, 2

n)− 1

)

=
d

dw
g2 (zk−1, 2

n)

(
pn∏
k=1

(
d

dz
g1 (zk−1, 2

n) + e
2πi
pn

)
− 1

)

⇐⇒
pn∏
k=1

(
d

dz
g1 (zk−1, 2

n) + e
2πi
pn

)
= 1 or

d

dw
g2 (zk−1, 2

n) = 0.

However, on one hand, d
dwg2

∣∣
Z
̸= 0 by Lemma 3.6. On the other hand, following the same lemma, if we denote by

a :=
d

dz
g1

(
1

j
, 2n
)
,
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then for every k ≥ 2,

d

dz
g1 (zk−1, 2

n) =
d

dz
g1

(
Θ◦(k−1)

pn

(
1

j

)
, 2n
)

= Θ◦(−(k−1))
pn

(
d

dz
g1

(
1

j
, 2n
))

= e−
2πi(k−1)

pn · a.

We conclude that

pn∏
k=1

(
d

dz
g1 (zk−1, 2

n) + e
2πi
pn

)
=

pn∏
k=1

(
e−

2πik
pn · a+ 1

)
=

pn−1∏
k=0

(
1 + a · e

2πik
pn

)
implying that ∣∣∣∣∣

pn∏
k=1

(
d

dz
g1 (zk−1, 2

n) + e
2πi
pn

)
− 1

∣∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣∣
pn−1∏
k=0

(
1 + a · e

2πik
pn

)
− 1

∣∣∣∣∣ .
To estimate the latter, note that if φ := e

2πi
pn , then (zpn − 1) =

pn−1∏
k=0

(
z − φk

)
as the both are polynomials of degree

pn with the same pn roots (of unity) and leading coefficient 1. We derive from that,

pn−1∏
k=0

(
1 + a · e

2πik
pn

)
=

pn−1∏
k=0

(
1− a · φk

)
= apn

pn−1∏
k=0

(
1

a
− φk

)
= apn

(
1

apn
− 1

)
= 1− apn

and therefore∣∣∣∣∣
pn∏
k=1

(
d

dz
g1 (zk−1, 2

n) + e
2πi
pn

)
− 1

∣∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣1− ( d

dz
g1

(
1

j
, 2n
))pn

− 1

∣∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣ ddz g1
(
1

j
, 2n
)∣∣∣∣pn

> 0

as d
dz g1

(
1
j , 2

n
)
̸= 0. We conclude that dF ◦pn−Id is non-degenerate on Z, and the points in Zn are isolated pn-PPP.

In fact, the same calculation shows that for every ℓ ∈ {1, · · · , pn − 1} the point
(
Θ◦ℓ

pn

(
1
j

)
, 2n
)
=

(
e
2πiℓ
pn

j , 2n
)

∈

Zn is isolated pn-PPP as well.

Observation 3: Growth bound- logMF (R) ≤ C log2(R+ 1) + C.

We use the bounds presented in Lemmas 3.1 and 3.6. For any R > 10

logMF (R) ≤ logMG(R) + sup
m∈N

logMDm(R) + 2 log(R+ 1)

≤ 40 log2(R+ 1) + C + C log2(R+ 1) ≤ 2C log2(R+ 1) + C

for some uniform constant C > 40. In other words, F is of order zero.
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